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PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
: DURING RECESS

Mr, O'NEILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the proceedings had-
during the recess be printed in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the  requést of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

—————— R ———

THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE IN-
FAMOUS BREAK-IN OF WATER-
GATE

(Ms, ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-

~ute, and to revise and extend her re-

marks.)

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, this is the
wegk of the third anniversary of the in-
famous break-in of Watergate by the
plumbers. Regrettably, it is also the
week\~yesterday—when I believe the
House\lmay have given a misinterpreta-
tion, on at least a wrong impression, to

tinue this committ
of activity. I would
backtracking from

‘There are some

abolished. I think therd, are many who
voted to support the ggntleman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepzi) on\the mistaken
notion that he sought only ¥ vote of con-
fidence. I think that those \who insisted
that the gentleman from Mighigan (Mr.
NEepz1) not continue with his Ywn efforts
to resigh were using this as a pretense to
attack the committee,

Mr. Speaker, that, I think, i§ unfair,
and I hope the Members will sge to it
that we carry out our responsibility un-
der the Constitution and our responsibil-
ity to the people by continuing this com-
mittee, o

VIEWS ON THE PROPOSED NEDZI
RESIGNATION

(Mr. MAGUIRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the central issue relating to the
Nedzi resignation was never discussed:
How will the interests of the Nation best
be served in the ongoing investigation of
improper CIA activities?

When the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. Nepz1) lost the confidence of all
the other Democratic members of the
committee due to disclosures never re-
futed that he had failed to act on pre-
vious knowledge of improper CIA activi-

ties, his resignation ought to have been
offered .unambiguously and accepted
categorically.

This should not have been presented
as a vote on how Members feel about the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. NEDzI)
personally or on the distinction of his
service in the House. It should have
been a vote on whether the Houge and
its special committee will have the con-
fidence of the American people in pur-
suing the facts regarding CIA activities,
wherever those facts may lead.

T——
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This is a, Board which began operat-
ing 4 years ago, on July 31, 1971. The
Board has heard no appeals and no cases
and has done no work. The executive
Secretary sits in his office all day listen-
ing to Beethoven records and doing noth-
ing. He is paid $19,693 a year, and his
secrvetary draws $14,125 per year. In jus-
tice to the executive secrefary, Jubal
Iale, it should be said that he personally
feels and has stated that this Board
should be abolished. *

It appears that it has proven very dif-

To see this House yesterday refusing* flcult for Congress to cut off an agency

to directly and effectively address that
issue astonished and deeply disappoint-
ed this new Member, '

Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress com-~
mitted to a principle which I thought

most of us in this House shared: that

we should affirm and enhance, not com-

promise and abuse, the important in-

vestigative and oversight functions of
Congress.

Once again, the people are waiting for
Congress to catch up with them. They are
waiting for a Congress they can respect,
a Congress which will act uncompromis-
ingly in their interests on the critical
public issues of the day.

ADDITIONAL VIEWS ON THE PRO- |

POSED NEDZI RESIGNATION

(Mr. MOFFETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. MOFFETT. Mr. Speaker, I bélieve
that the gentleman from Michigan, Lu-

cIEN NEDzZI, is 8 good man and that all

the good things said about him yester-
day are very true.

But the American people have not lost from being back in my district ova
sight of the fact that there is definitely last weekend that my constituen

a conflict of interests here. Not until
this body begins to deal with that is-

sue will the citizens of this country

have any confidence in the ability of
Congress to investigate the CIA and its
alleged abuses. ’

We all remember when the ratings of
this Congress skyrocketed when, during
the Watergate probe, the assertiveness

and aggressiveness of Congress and its

sincere search for the truth were trans-

which has once been established and

tarted. One way to cut off the useless
Board would be to agree to my amend-
ment to the continuing resolution which
would stop further funding for this do-
nothing Board.

R

PROBLEMS OF SELECT COMMITTEE
IN INVESTIGATION OF THE CIA

4 d
(Mr. HARKIN asked and was given
permission to‘address the House for 1
minute and to. revise and extend his
remarks.) %,
~Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not
know any of the peksonalities involved in
this affair as between the chairman and
the select committee\I am certain that.
they are all honorable beople and decent
people. \,

I do not know any of\ the undercur-
rents that seem to be flowihg underneath
the surface of all this. I only voted to
accept the resignation offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. NEpz1) yes-
terday simply because he asked.to resign.

This is the only reason that Ix\Yoted to

accept his résignation.

However, I am conecerned, and X know

concerned that the investigation of ‘the
CIA continue, and that Congress exercise
its proper oversight functions over the
Central Intelligence Agency in the
future. .

PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO AMEND
THE HOUSING ACT TO BENEFIT
THE ELDERLY

(Mr. BEARD of Rhode Island asked

mitted in living color into the lving and was given permission fo address the

rooms of homes all over the country.
Mr. Speakert, I suggest that we get back

to these central issues and again begin

House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)
Mr. BEARD of Rhode Island. Mr.

to have an honest and sincere search for Speaker, I'am introducing today legisla-
the truth on the matter of the CIA. The tlon that will'amend the Housing Act.

gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Nepzr)

chairmanship and he should step down.

has submitted his resignation from thel

ABOLITION OF THE FEDERAL
METAL AND NON-METALLIC MINE
SAFETY BOARD OF REVIEW

(Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr,
Speaker, when the continuing resolution
is considered later in the day, I hope to
offer an amendment to strike out any
funding for the Federal Metal and Non-~
Metallic Mine Safety Board of Review.

A lot of ouk elderly people have very
difficult times en they want to enter
public housing, i
the elderly. Ever
social security incréase, niany of them
are knocked right ou{ of the ball park
because they go over\ the amount of
money that is required\in order to be
able to go into public houking.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker,\] am intro-
ducing legislation to strike o¢ that pro-

increase in social security, a
should not be a factor in wheth®r the
elderly get into public housing or ndf.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think th
good legislation; and if it ever gets to

Approved For Release 2005/04/27 : CIA-RDP77M00144R001200\030014-4



Approved For Release 2005/04/27 : CIA-RDP77M00144R001200030014-4
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

June 17, 1975

Our Constitution upholds the concept
of ownership as the basis of a free eco-
nomic order. But at the same time, it
postulates the social obligation inherent
in ownership. That is what our Constitu-
tion, the basic law of the Federal Re-
public of Germany, prescribes, and this
has been the approach of all governments
of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Ten million refugees from the lost re-
gions of Eastern Germany found a new
homeland in the destroyed and over-
populated western part of our country.
Generous legislation and the sacrifices
made by the people gave those expellees
equal opportunities. My country is proud
of that achievement.

Today we are trying to achieve a bhal-
ance of Interests and opportunities on a
much larger scale. The entire world eco-
nomic order must be given the chance to
develop further, but in the process noth-
ing should be given up that has proved
its value.

‘We are called upon to share responsi-
bility for answering vital questions from
five continents: Tomorrow’s grain and
rice deficit, the interplay of population
pressure and economic development, the
mounting cost of military security. The
starving in many parts of the world still
need our help. Young nations who hoped
to achieve industrial prosperity overnight
with the aid of our capital and technol-
ogy are disappointed and put the blame
on us. The industrialized countries can
only meet these challenges if their eco-
nomic constitution is sound.

This means for our countries we must
continue along the paths we have taken
in fighting unemployment and worldwide
recession. Our economic policies mush
give sufficient impulses to domestic
demand.

One thing is certain: Only through
close cooperation between North America
and Europe, and by harmonizing inter-
ests, have we any prospect of mastering
such tasks. It is certain that our com-
bined energies will not provide the solu-
tlon without the contributions of other
nations. And it iIs certaln also that we
would be betraying the old fundamental
ideas of democracy if we were always to
be found on the side of those who defend
property and privilege against social de-
mands, demands born of hunger and
distress.

It is our task to find evolutionary solu-
tions, but this is no easy matter. The wel-
fare of our peoples which we have to
guard did not come to us overnight. We
owe it to the hard work and privations of
whole generations. It would be politically
meaningless and economically impossible
just to transfer our assets and our social
achievements to others, as some develop-
ing countries would like it.

Our aim is not to maintain the status
quo, but to seek harmonization of inter-
ests. The readiness to- accept change Is
the prerequisite for the pursuit of hap-
piness, and in that context it is the spirit
we adopt in our relations with the part-
ners from other camps that will be deci-
slve. Our diplomatic tools shall not in-
clude threats and intimidation. In a
spirit of partnership, without mental
reservation, it 1s possible to reconcile
even sharply conflicting interests. In

everything we do we must start from the
fact that in the decades ahead there is
only one rational course open to us, that
of cooperation.

The nine European states have, with
much good will, worked out an overall
modus of economic cooperation with the
nations of Africa, Asia, and the Carib-
bean. In protracted negotiations, sharply
differing points of view and interests of
many sovereign partners have been har-
monized. Here we have a promising ex-
ample of multilateral cooperation with
the Third World. It also shows that the
European community can have a sta-
hilizing influence on the world economy.

At the same time, it becomes clear that
the European community is capable of
helping to ease the burden of the United
States, once It finds its way to joint ac-
tion. The European union to which we
have commited ourselves has not yet been
completed, and to be frank, in this re-
spect we are still a long way behind our
hopes and our promises. But Europe is
nedeed, and we shall build it, and in so
doing, we need the understanding of the
United States. )

We need long-term European-Ameri-
can cocperation. It must be based on
mutual trust. It must be candid. It must
not again mske the mistake of empha-
sizing divergent secondary interests at
the expense of primary common interests.
We need not only the willpower and the
technical capability of the United States
which President Ford referred to in
Brussels but also to quote him again, “its
spiritual drive and steadiness of pur-
pose.” Not as some may have feared and
others inay have hoped, recent develop-
ments have not loosened the ties of Eu-
ropean-American solidarity. On the con-
trary, more energies have been set free
for the alliance which will be concen-
trated on its tasks. The awareness of our
interdependence is deeper than ever. It
has above all become clear to us that it is
the common fundamental democratic
beliefs which distinguished the alliance
from others and which nourished its
strength in each member state.

I believe in a Europe committed to the
human rights that were embodied for the
first time in the constitution of Massa-
chusetts, a Europe which fills these prin-
ciples with a senhse of social justice of our
ceneration. Only with a deeper under-
standing of our spiritual heritage will the
democracies on either side of the North
Atlantic be able to assert themselves and
thus effectively serve the cause of world
peace.

Together with you, we shall recall the
concepts and Ideals of the American
Revolution. May our age find us as re-
solved, ns realistic, byt also as idealistic,
as those men and women who made this
areat country. -

[Applause, the Members rising.]

At 12 o’clock and 58 minutes p.m., His
Excellency, Walter Scheel, President of
the Federal Republic of Germany, ac-
companied by the committee of escort,
retired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Doorkeeper escorted the invited
guests, and the Members of the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet, from the chamber.

v

H 5579

JOINT MEETING RESOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purposes of the
joint meeting having been completed, the
Chair declares the joint meeting of the
two Houses of Congress hereby dissolved.

According at 1 o’clock p.m. the joint
meeting of the two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of the
Chair. The bells will be rung approxi-
mately 15 minutes prior to reconvening.

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 1
o’clock and 35 minutes p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
make an announcement. Pursuant to the
provisions of clause 3(b) of rule XXVII,
the Chair announces that he will post-
pone further proceedings today on each
motion to suspend the rules on which a
recorded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is objected
to under clause 4 of rule XV.

After all motions to suspend the rules
have been entertained and debated, and
after those motions to be determined by
“non-record” votes have been disposed
of, the Chair will then put the question
oh each motion on which the further
proceedings were postponed.

- CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that a quroum is not pre-
sent.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I move &
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The c¢all was taken by electronic de-
vice, and the following Members failed
to respond:

[Roll No. 308]

Andrews, N.C. Horton Santini
Bingham Howard Satterfleld
Brademas Hutchinson Scheuer
Brown, Calif. Jacobs . Seiberling
Brown, Mich. Jarman Shuster
Buchanan Jones, Ala. Simon
Burke, Fla. Krueger Snyder
Cederberg Leggett Solarz
Conyers McCormack Spence
Derwinski McHugh Staggers
Dingell Macdonald Stanton,
Drinan Meyner James V.
Fishieman Mezvinsky Stokes
Evans, Colo, Miller, Ohio Stratton
Findley Mills Stuckey
Fish Mink Symington
Flynt Mitchell, N.Y., Talcott
Foley Mollohan Teague
Ford, Mich, Nolan Thompson
Fraser Price Udall
Fulton Quie Waxman
Goldwater Quillen Wright
Gude Rees Wylie
Hébert Rosenthal

Heinz Ruppe

The SPEAKER. On this rollcall 361
Members have recorded their presence
by electronic device, a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ce_ggings under the call were dispensed
with.
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PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. O’'NEILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the proceedings had
during the recess be printed in the
RECORD. \ ¢
FAKER. Is there objection to
of the gentleman from
Massachusetty? i

There was ny

objection.

THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE IN-
FAMOUS BREAY-IN OF WATER-
GATE

- (Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to address the Jouse for 1 min-
ute, and to revise and ‘extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Speakey, this is the
week of the third anniversaky of the in-
famous break-in of Waterggte by the
plumbers. Regrettably, it is\also the
week—yesterday—when I beNeve the
House may have given a misintgrpreta-
tion, or at least a wrong impression, to
the American public.

This House understands the meaging
‘of “coverup.” This House understayqds
the meaning of its own action, in that\it
set up a select committee to investigade
the CIA, and other intelligence agencies}
through House Resolution 138,

Mr, Speaker, I know that the Mem-
bers who voted here yesterday, regard-
less of how they voted, recognize that the
Americai people look to them to continue
that investigation and, therefore, to con-
tinue this committee to conduct that kind
of activity. I would hope that there is no
backtracking from that position.

There are some Members who have
been going around the House and sug-
gesting that this committee should be
abolished. I think there are many who
voted to support the gentleman from
Michiganh (Mr. Nepz1) on the mistaken
notion that he sought only a vote of con-
fidence. I think that those who insisted
that the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
NEepz1) not continue with his own efforts
to resign were using this as a pretense to
attack the committee. .

Mr. Speaker, that, I think, is unfair,
and I hope the Members will see to it
that we carry out our responsibility un-
der the Constitution and our responsibil-
ity to the people by continuing this com-
mittee.

VIEWS ON THE PROPOSED NEDZI
RESIGNATION

(Mr. MAGUIRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) ) i

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the central issue relating to the
Nedzi resignation was never discussed:
How will the interests of the Nation best
be served in the ongoing investigation of
improper CIA activities? ]
~ When the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. Nepz1) lost the confidence of all
the other Democratic members of the
committee due to disclosures never re-
futed that he had failed to act on pre-
vious knowledge of improper CIA activi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

June 17, 1975
ties, his resignation ought to have been: This is a Board which began operat-
offered unambiguously and accepted ing 4 years ago, on July 31, 1971. The
categorically. Board\has heard no appeals and no cases

This should not have been presented and has, done no work. The executive
as a vote on how Members feel about the Secreta its in his office all day listen-
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. NEpzI) ing to BeethQven records and doing noth-
pensonally or on the distinction of his ing. He is pdd $19,693 a year, and his
service in the House. It should have secretary draws $14,125 per year. Inh jus-
been a vote on whether the House and tice to the exesutive secretary, Jubal
its special committee will have the con- Hale, it should be
fidence of the American people in pur- feels and has stafkd that this Board
suing the facts regarding CIA activities, should be abolished.
wherever those facts may lead.

issue astonished and deeply disappoint- started. One way to cut o

ed this new Member. Board would be to agree to
Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress com~ - ment to the continuing resoluti

mitted to a principle which I thought would stop further funding for this do-

most of us in this House shared: that nothing Board.

we should affirm and enhance, not com-

promise and abuse, the important in-

Lo : ; PROBLEMS OF SELECT COMMITTEE‘
ht £ t £ .
‘é?)srtl;lggl‘aegge and oversig unetions 0 IN INVESTIGATION OF THE CIA

Once again, the people are waiting for (Mr. HARKIN asked and was given
Congress to catch up with them. They are permission to address the House for 1
waiting for a Congress they can respect, minute and to revise and extend his
a Congress which will act uncompromis- remarks.)
ingly in their interests on the critical Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not
public issues of the day. know any of the personalities involved in
this affair as between the chairman and
the select committee. I am certain that
they are all honorable people and decent

ADDITIONAL VIEWS ON THE. PRO-
POSED NEDZI RESIGNATION people.

\ (Mr. MOFFETT asked and was given I do not know any of the undercur-
pRrmission to address the House for 1 rents that seem to be flowing underneath
mMute and to revise and extend. his the surface of all this. I only voted to
accept the resignation offered by the gen-
. MOFFETT. Mr. Speaker, I believe tleman from Michigan (Mr. NEbzI) yes-
khe gentleman from Michigan, Lu- terday simply because he asked to resign.
YepzI, is a good man and that all This is the only reason that I voted to
the godd things said about him yester- accept his resignation.
day are ¥ery true. However, I am concerned, and I know

But thé, American people have not lost from being back in my district over the
sight of thg fact that there is definitely last weekend that my constituents are
a conflict Yof interests here. Not until c¢oncerned that the investigation of the

this body bkgins to deal with that is- CIA continue, and that Congress exercise
sue will the\ citizens of this country ifs proper oversight functions over the

have any confidence in the ability of | Central Intelligence Agency in th
Congress to inXestigate the CIA and its { future. . ) i

alleged abuses. )
PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO AMEND

We all rememAer when the ratings of
this Congress skykocketed when, during THE HOUSING ACT TO BENEFIT
THE ELDERLY :

the Watergate prope, the assertiveness
and aggressiveness Ypf Congress and its
sincere search for thg truth were trans-  (Mr. BEARD of Rhode Island asked
i ivi into the llving 2and was given permission to address the
House for l\minute and to revise and
hat we get back ©xtend his étgarks.)
to these central issues i i Mr. BEARD‘\. of Rhode Island. Mr.
to have an honest and singere search for Speaker,.I am inkoducing today legisla-
the truth on the matter of\the CIA, The tion that will amehd the Housing Act.
gentleman from Michigan \(Mr. NEpz1) A lot of our eldeNy people have very
from the difficult times when tQey want to enter
chairmanship and he should tep down. Dublic housing, especialy high rises for
the elderly. Every time\they receive a

social security increase,
ABOLITION OF THE FHDERAL are knocked right out of

Mr. Speaker, I sugges

and was given permission to address Yhe
House for 1 minute and to revise and eX-
tend his remarks.)

ducing legislation to strike out tha pro-
_vision. We should not penalize the el§erly
Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr, Derson because he may be getting\an
Speaker, when the continuing resolution Increase in social security, and that
is considered later in the day, I hope to should not be a factor in whether the
offer an amendment to strike out any elderly get into public housing or not.
funding for the Federal Metal and Non- ‘Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think this is
Metallic Mine Safety Board of Review. good legislation; and if it ever gets to
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Our Constitution upholds the concept
of ownership as the basis of a free eco-
nomic order. But at the same time, it
postulates the social obligation inherent
in ownership. That is what our Constitu-
tion, the basic law of the Federal Re-
public of Germany, prescribes, and this
has been the approach of all governments
of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Ten million refugees from the lost re-
gions of Eastern Germany found a new
homeland in the destroyed and over-
populated western part of our country.
Generous legislation and the sacrifices
made by the people gave those expellees
equal opportunities. My country is proud
of that achievement.

Today we are trying to achieve a bal-
ance of interests and opportunities on a
much larger scale. The entire world eco-
nomic order must be given the chance to-
develop further, but in the process noth-~

ing should be given up that has p'rove‘dl__

its value.

We are called upon to share responsi-
bility for answering vital questions from
five continents: Tomorrow’s grain and
rice deficit, the interplay of population
pressure and economic development, the
mounting cost of military security. The
starving in many parts of the world still
need our help. Young nations who hoped
to achieve industrial prosperity overnight
with the aid of our capital and technol-
ogy are disappointed and put the blame
on us. The industrialized countries can
only meet these challenges if their eco-
nomic constitution is sound.

This means for our countries we must
continue along the paths we have taken
in fighting unemployment and worldwide
recession. Our economic policies must
glve sufficient impulses to domestic
demand.

One thing is certaln: Only through
close cooperation between North America
and Europe, and by harmonizing inter-
ests, have we any prospect of mastering
-such tasks. It is certain that our com-
bined energies will not provide the solu-
tion without the contributions of other
nations. And it is certain also that we
would be betraying the old fundamental
ideas of democracy if we were always to
be found on the side of those who defend
property and privilege against social de-
mands, demands born of hunger and
distress.

It is our-task to find evolutionary solu-
tions, but this is no easy matter. The wel-
fare of our peoples which we have to
guard did not come to us overnight. We
owe it to the hard work and privations of
whole generations. It would be politically
meaningless and economically impossible
just to transfer our assets and our social
achievements to others, as some develop-
ing countries would like it.

Our aim is not to maintain the status
quo, but to seek harmonization of inter-
ests. The readiness to accept change is
the prerequisite for the pursuit of hap-
piness, and in that context it is the spirit
we adopt in our relations with the part-
ners from other camps that will be deci-
sive. Our diplomatic tools shall not in-
clude threats and intimidation. In a
spirit of partnership, without mental
reservation, it is possible to reconcile
even sharply conflicting Interests. In

everything we do we must start from the
fact that in the decades ahead there is
only one rational course open to us, that
of cooperation.

The nine European states have, with
mtuch good will, worked out an overall
modus of ecoriomic cooperation with the
nations of Africa, Asia, and the Carib-
bean. In protracted negotiations, sharply
differing points of view and interests of
many sovereign partners have been har-
monized. Here we have a promising ex-
ample of multilateral cooperation with
the Third World. It also shows that the
European community can have a sta-
hilizing influence on the world economy.

At the same time, it becomes cleayr that
the European community is capable of
helping to ease the burden of the United
States, once it finds its way to joint ac-
tion. The European union to which we
have commited ourselves has not yet been
completed, and to be frank, in this re-
spect we are still a long way behind our
bhopes and our promises. But Europe is
nedeed, and we shall build it, and in so
doing, we need the understanding of the
United States.

We need long-term European-Ameri-
can cooperation. It must be based on
mutual trust. It must be candid. It must
not again make the mistake of empha-
sizing divergent secondary interests at
the expense of primary common interests.
We need not only the willpower and the
technical capahility of the United States
which President Ford referred to in
Brussels but also to quote him again, “its
spiritual drive and steadiness of pur-
pose.” Not as some may have feared and
others may have hoped, recent develop-
ments have not loosened the ties of Eu-
ropean-American solidarity. On the con-
{rary, more energies have been set free
for the alliance which will be concen-
trated on its tasks. The awareness of our
interdependence is deeper than ever. It
has above all become clear to us that it is
the common fundamental democratic
beliefs which distinguished the alliance
from others and which nourished its
sirength in each member state. .

I believe In a Europe committed to the
human rights that were embodied for the
first time in the constitution of Massa-
chusetts, a Europe which fills these prin-
ciples with & sense of social justice of our
generation. Only with a deeper under-

“standing of our spiritual heritage will the

democracies on either side of the North
Atlantic be able to assert themselves and
tiws effectively serve the cause-of world
peace. )

Together with you, we shall recall the
coneepts and ideals of the American
Revolution. May our age find us as re-
solved, as realistic, but also as idealistic
a3 those men and women who made this
great country.

[Applause, the Members rising.]

At 12 o’clock and 58 minutes p.m., His
Excellency, Walter Scheel, President of
the Federal Republic of Germany, ac-
companied by the committee of escort,
retired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Doorkeeper escorted the invited
guests, and the Members of the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet, from the chamber.
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JOINT MEETING RESOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purposes of the
joint meeting having been completed, the
Chair declares the joint meeting of the
two Houses of Congress hereby dissolved.

According at 1 o’clock p.m. the joint
meeting of the two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of the
Chalr. The bells will be rung approxi-
mately 15 minutes prior to reconvening.

AFTER RECESS

-The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 1
o'clock and 35 minutes p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
make an announcement. Pursuant to the
provisions of clause 3(b) of rule XXVII,
the Chair announces that he will post-
pone further proceedings today on each
motion to suspend the rules on which a
recorded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is objected
to under clause 4 of rule XV,

After all motions to suspend the rules
have been entertained and debated, and
after those motions to be determined by
“non-record” votes have been disposed
of, the Chair will then put the question
on each motion on which the further
proceedings were postponed.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that a quroum is not pre-
sent. .

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I move a
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The call was taken by electronic de-
vice, and the following Members failed
to respond:

[Roll No. 808}

Andrews, N.C. Horton Santini
Bingham Howard Satterfield
Brademas Hutchinson Scheuer
Brown, Callf. Jacobs Seiberling
Brown, Mich. Jarman Shuster
Buchanan Jones, Ala. Simon
Burke, Fla. Krueger Snyder
Cederberg Leggett Solarz
Conyers McCormack Spence
Derwinski McHugh Staguers
Dingell Macdonald Stanton,
Drinan Meyner James V.
Fshleman Mezvinsky Stokes
Evans, Colo. Miller, Ohio Stratton
Findley Mills Stuckey
Fish Mink Symington
Flynt Mitchell, N.Y.  ‘Talcott
Foley Mollohan Teague
Ford, Mich. Nolan Thompson
Fraser Price Udall
Fulton Quie Waxman
Goldwater Quillen Wrisht
Gude Rees Wylie
Hébert Rosenthal

Heinz Ruppe

The SPEAKER. On this rollcall 361
Members have recorded their presence
by electronic device, a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
cqigings under the call were dispensed
with.
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" PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD ties, his resignationl ought to have been
DURING RECESS offered unambiguously and accepted

Mr. O’'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- categorically.

s This should not have been presented
arﬂ%lrxlsgc%rﬁien:eglggst tg:f %ﬁ?ﬁigghﬁ? 1,:’?‘12 as g vote on how Members feel about the

RECORD gentleman from Michigaq (I‘{Lr’. NEDZI_)

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to bersonally or e°“Hgﬁ§ed’§§11‘ﬁ;?ﬁd°fh s

ﬁl:sc;ggﬁzzgtsgf the gentleman from been a vote on whether the House and

’ Tﬂ ere was n'o' objection its special committee will have the con-

: : fidence of the American people in pur-

suing the facts regarding CIA activities,
wherever those facts may lead.

To see this House yesterday refusing
to directly and effectively address that
issue astonished and deeply disappoint-
ed this new Member.

Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress com-
mitted to a principle which I thought
most of us in this House shared: that
we should affirm and enhance, not com-
promise and abuse, the important in-
vestigative and oversight functions of
Congress. .

Once again, the people are waiting for
Congress to catch up with them. They are
waiting for a ‘Congress they can respect,
a Congress which will act uncompromis-
ingly in their interests on the critical
public issues of the day.

THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE IN-
FAMOUS BREAK-IN OF WATER-
GATE :

(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute, and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) :

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, this is the
week of the third anniversary of the in-
. famoys break-in of Watergate by the

plumbers. Regrettably, it is also the
- week—yesterday—when I believe the
ay have given a misinterpreta-
tion, or gt least a wrong impression, to
the Amenjcan public. )

This Hduse understands the meaning
of Ycoverup.” This House understands
the meanink of its own action, in that it
set up a seldct committee to investigate
the CIA, and‘pther intelligence agencies,
through Housé, Resolution 138.

Mr. SpeakerAI know that the Mem-
bers who voted Yhere yesterday, regard-
less of how they Yoted, recognize that the
American people 18pk to them to continue remarks.)
that investigation apd, therefore, to con- Mr. MOFFETT. Mr.
tinue this committed to conduct that kind that the gentleman from
of activity. I would hype that there is no grpy NEepzI, is a good manend that all
backtracking from tRat position. the good things said about N

There are some Mambers who have day are very true.
been going around the\House and sug- But the American people have\not lost
gesting that this comn)ittee should be sight of the fact that there is de
abolished. I think there i
voted to support the geljtleman from this body begins to deal with that\is-
Michigan (Mr. NEpz1) on {he mistaken sue will the citizens of this coun
notion that he sought only a\vote of con-
fidence. I think that those i
that the gentleman from Mickigan (Mr. alleged abuses.

NEepzI) not continue with his own efforts We all remember when the ratings of
to resign were using this as a pretense to  this Congress skyrocketed when, during
attack the committee. the Watergate probe, the assertiveness

Mr. Speaker, that, I think, is ‘ynfair, >
and I hope the Members will seé\ to it sincere search for the truth were trans-
that we carry out our responsibility) un- mitted in living color into the living
der the Constitution and our responsibil- . rooms of homes all over the country. ‘
ity to the people by continuing this com-~ Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we get back
mittee. to these central issues and again begin
to have an honest and sincere search for

; the truth on the matter of the CIA. The
VIEWS ONR'EI;IEGI\I;E’%%%SED NEDZI gentleman from Michigan (Mr. NEDZI)

. . has submitted his resignation from the
(Mr. MAGUIRE asked and was given chairmanship and he should step down.
permission to address the House for 1

minute and to revise and extend his re-
<

ADDITIONAL VIEWS ON THE PRO-
POSED NEDZI RESIGNATION

(Mr. MOFFETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and fo revise and extend his

marks.) . )

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
‘day the central issue relating to the
Nedzi resignation was never discussed:
How will the interests of the Nation best
be served in the ongoing investigation of
improper CIA activities? .

When the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. NepzI) lost the confidence of all
the other Democratic members of the
committee due to disclosures never re-
futed that he had failed to act on pre-
vious knowledge of improper CIA activi-

ABOLITION OF THE FEDERAL
METAL AND NON-METALLIC MINE
SAFETY BOARD OF REVIEW

(Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) )

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, when the continuing resolution
is considered later in the day, I hope to
offer an amendment to strike out any
funding for the Federal Metal and Non-
Metallic Mine Safety Board of Review.

and aggressiveness of Congress and its -

“vislon. We should not penalize

This is a Board which began operat-
Ing 4 years ago, on July 31, 1971. The
Board has heard no appeals and no cases
and has done no work. The executive
Secretary sits in his office all day listen--
ing to Beethoven records and doing noth-
ing. He is paid $19,693 a year, and his
secretary draws $14,125 per year. In jus-
tice to the executive secretary, Jubal
Hale, it should be said that he personally
feels and has stated that this Board
should be abolished.

It appears that it has proven very dif-
ficult for Congress to cut off an agency
which has once been established and
started. One way to cut off the useless
Board would be to agree to my amend-
ment to the continuing resolution which
would stop further funding for this do-
nothing Board.

PROBLE’MS OF SELECT COMMITTEE
IN INVESTIGATION OF THE CIA

(Mr. HARKIN asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not
know any of the personalities involved in
this affair as between the chairman and
the select committee. I am certain that
they are all honorable people and decent
people. )

I do not know any of the undercur-
rents that seem to be flowing underneath
the surface of all this. I only voted to
accept the resignation offered by the gen-

- tleman from Michigan (Mr. Nepzr) yes-

terday simply because he asked to resign.

This is the only reason that I voted to
accept his resignation.

However, I am concerned, and I know
from being back in my district over the
last weekend that my constituents are
concerned that the investigation of the
CIA continue, and that Congress exercise
its proper oversight functions over the
Central Intelligence Agency in the
future. :

PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO AMEND

(MrN\BEARD of Rhode Island asked
and was\given permission to address the
House fox 1 minute and to revise and
extend hi

Mr. BEARD of Rhode Island. Mr.
Speaker, I introducing today legisla-
tion that will end the Housing Act.

A lot of our Wderly people have very
difficult times when they want to enter
public housing, esMecially high rises for
the elderly. Every \ime they receive a
social security incredge, many of them
are knocked right out\of the ball park
because they go over \the amount of
money that is- required Nn order to be
able to go into public hous\ng.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker,
ducing legislation to strike o

am intro-
that pro-
e elderly
person because he may be getting an
iricrease in social security, a
should not be a factor in wheth!
elderly get into public housing or ndt.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think this is
good legislation; and if it ever gets to
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Mg ship as the basis of a free eco-
nomic Sger. But at the same time, it
postulateSighe social obligation Inherent
in ownersh'g That is what our Constitu-

oSk law of the Federal Re-
public of GerRgny, prescribes, and this
has been the apgach of all governments
of the Federal Repigblic of Germany.

Ten million refud¥gs from the lost re-
gions of Eastern Gerfgany found a new
homeland in the destygyed and over-
populated western part @€ our country.
Generous legislation and¥he sacrifices
made by the people gave ti¥se expellees
equal opportunities. My countgy is proud
of that achievement. i

Today we are trying to achictg
ance of Interests and opportunitiy
much larger scale. The entire worlg eco-
nomic order must be given the challge to
develop further, but in the process Ny
ing should be given up that has proW
its value, %

We are called upon to share responsi
bility for answering vital questions from

a bal-
ona

five continents: Tomorrow’s graln and a

rice deficit, the interplay of population
pressure and economic development, the
mounting cost of military security. The

starving in many parts of the world still ~

need our help. Young nations who hoped
to achieve industrial prosperity overnight
with the ald of our capital and technol-
ogy are disappointed and put the blame
on us. The industrialized countries can
only meet these challenges if their eco-
nomie constitution is sound.

This means for our countries we must
continue along the paths we have taken
in fighting unemployment and worldwide
recession. Our economlic policles must
glve sufficlent impulses to domestic
demand.

One thing Is certain: Only through
close cooperation between North America
and Europe, and by harmonizing inter-
ests, have we any prospect of mastering
such tasks. It is certain that our com-
bined energies will not provide the solu-~
tion without the contributions of other
nations. And it is certain also that we
would be betraying the old fundamental
jdeas of democracy if we were always to
be found on the side of those who defend
property and privilege against soclal de-
mands, demands born of hunget and
distress.

Tt is our task to find evolutionary solu-
tions, but this is no easy matter. The wel-
fare of our peoples which we have to
guard did not come to us overnight. We
owe it to the hard work and privations of
whole generations. It would be politically
mesningless and economically impossible
just to transfer our assets and our social
achievements to others, as some develop~
ing countries would like it.

our aim is not to maintain the status
quo, but to seek harmonization of inter-
ests. The readiness to accept change is
the prerequisite for the pursuit of hap-
piness, and in that context it is the spirit
we adopt in our relations with the part-
ners from other camps that will be deci-
sive. Our diplomatic tools shall not in-
clude threats and intimidation. In a
spirit of partnership, without mental
reservation, it 1s possible to reconcile
even sharply conflicting interests. . In

everything we do we must start from the
fact that in the decades ahead there is
only one rational course open to us, that
of cooperation.

The yiine European states have, with
much good will, worked out an overall
modus of economic cooperation with the
nations of Africa, Asia, and the Carib-
bean. In protracted negotiations, sharply
differing points of view and interests of
many sovereign partners have been har-
monized. Here we have & promising ex-
ample of multilateral cooperation with
the Third World. It also shows that the
European community can have a sta-
bilizing influence on 'the world economy.

At the same time, it becomes clear that
the Ruropean community is capable of
helping to ease the burden of the United
Stales, once it finds its way to joint ac-
tion. The Furopean union to which we
have commited ourselves has not yet been
completed, and to be frank, in this re-
spect we are still a long way behind our

% hopes and our promises. But Europe is

nedeed, and we shall build it, and in so

jted States.
need long-term European-Ameri-

W trust. It must be candid. It must

M make the mistake of empha-
ergent secondary interests at
%.of primary common interests.
wonly the willpower and the

W Ford referred to in
Brussels but alsdip quote him again, “its
spiritual drive s steadiness of pur-
pose.” Not as some Mgy have feared and
%, recent develop-
ments have not loosendg the ties of Eu-
ropean-American solidarky. On the con-
trary, more energies havelgpeen set free
for the alliance which wilky
trated on its tasks., The award
interdependence is deeper thd
has above all become clear to us '\
the common fundamental de
beliefs which distinguished the &
from others and which nourished™
strength in each member state.

I believe in a Europe committed to the%
human rights that were embodied for the

first time in the constitution of Massa-
chusetts, a Europe which fills these prin-_
ciples with a sense of soclal justice of our
generation. Only with a deeper under-
standing of our spiritual heritage will the
democracies on either side of the North
Atlantic be able to assert themselves and
thus effectively serve the cause of world
pesace.

Together with you, we shall recall the
concepts and ideals of the American
Revolution. May our age find us as re-
solved, as realistic, but also as idealistic
as those men and women who made this
great country.

| Applause, the Members rising.1

At 12 o'clock and 58 minutes p.m., His
Excellency, Walter Scheel, President of
the Pederal Republic of Germany, ac-
companied by the committee of escort,
retired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Doorkeeper escorted the invited
guests, and the Members of the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet, from the chamber.

boing, we need the understanding of the .

Rgooperation. It must be based on,

Fl
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JOINT MEETING RESOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purposes of the
joint meeting having been completed, the
Chair declares the joint meeting of the
two Houses of Congress hereby dissolved.

According at 1 o’clock pim. the joint
meeting of the two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of the
Chair. The bells will be rung approxi-
mately 15 minutes prior to reconvening.

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 1
o’clock and 35 minutes p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
make an announcement. Pursuant to the
provisions of clause 3(h) of rule XXVIT,
the Chair announces that he will post-
pone further proceedings today on each
motion to suspend the rules on which a
recorded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is objected

. to under clause 4 of rule XV.

After all motions to suspend the rules
have been entertained and debated, and
after those motions to be determined by
“non-record” votes have been disposed
of, the Chair will then put the question
on each motion on which the further
proceedings were postponed.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that a quroum is not pre-
sent.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

Mr. McFALL, Mr. Speaker, I move a
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The call was taken by electronic de-
vice, and the following Members falled
to respond:
. [Roll No. 308}

pdrews, N.C. Horton Santini
ham. Howard Satterfleld
e Hutchinson Scheuer
Brows, Calif. Jacobs Seiberling
Jarman Shuster
Buchanig Jones, Ala, Simon
Burke, F1§ ‘Krueger Snyder
Cederberg Leggett Solarz
Conyers McCormack Spence
Derwinski McHugh Staggers
Dingell Macdonald Stanton,
Drinan e James V.
Eshleman 8 3 Stokes
Hvans, Colo. Mil hio Stratton
Findley Mills Stuckey
Fish Mink Symington
Flynt MitchelNN.Y. Talcott
Foley Molloha Teague
Ford, Mich. Nolan Thompson
Fraser Price
Fulton Quie
Goldwater Quillen
Gude Rees
Hébert Rosenthal
Heinz Ruppe

The SPEAKER. On this ro
Members have recorded their
by electronic device, a quorum.

By unanimous consent, furthed pro-
ce_igings under the call were dispdpsed
with.
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PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the proceedings had
during the recess be printed in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE IN-
FAMOUS BREAK-IN OF WATER-
GATE

mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute, and to revxse and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, this is the

week of the third anniversary of the in-
famous break-in of Watergate by the
plumbers. Regrettably, it is also the
week—yesterday—when I believe the
House may have given a misinterpreta-
tion, or at least a wrong impression, to
the American public.
- This House understands the meaning
" of “coverup.” This House understands
the meaning of its own action, in that it
set up a select committee to investigate
the CIA, and other intelligence agencies,
through House Resolution 138.

Mr. Speaker, I know that the Mem-
‘bers who voted here yesterday, regard-
less of how they voted, recognize that the
American people look to them to continue
that investigation and, therefore, to con-
tinue this committee to conduct that kind
of activity. I would hope that there is no
backtracking from that position.

There are some Members who have
‘been going around the House and sug-
gesting that this committee should be
abolished. I think there are many who
voted to support the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepzi) on the mistaken
notion that he sought only a vote of con-
fidence. I think that those who insisted
that the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
NepzI) not contintie with his own efforts
to resign were using this as a pretense to
attack the committee.

Mr. Speaker, that, I think, is. unfair,
and I hope the Members will see to it
that we carry out our responsibility un-
der the Constitution and our responsibil-
ity to the people by continuing this com- ‘
mittee.

VIEWS. ON THE PROPOSED NEDZI
RESIGNATION

(Mr. MAGUIRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

issue relating to the
was never discussed:
of the Nation best
i investigation of

futed that he had failed to act on pre-
vious knowledge of improper CIA \activi-

(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-‘

ties, his resignation ought to have been
offered unambiguously and accepted
categorically.

This should not have been presented
as a vote on how Members feel about the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. NEDZI)
personally or on the distinction of his
service in the House. It should have
been a vote on whether the House and
its special committee will have the con-
fidence of the American people in pur-
suing the facts regarding CIA activities,
whetpver those facts may lead.

To see this House yesterday refusing
to dire ly and effectively address that

Member.

Congress.

g Congress which will a
ingly in their interests
public issues of the day.

uncompromis-
the critical

ADDITIONAL VIEWS ON
POSED NEDZI RESIGNAYION

(Mr. MOFFETT asked and wis given
permission to address the Housd, for 1
minute and to revise and exten¥§ his
remarks.)

Mr. MOFFETT Mr. Speaker, I beli¢ve
that the gentleman from Michigan, Ly-
cieN NEpzi, is a good man and that al
the good things said about him yester-
day are very true. i

But the American people have not lost
sight of the fact that there is definitely
a conflict of interests here. Not until

this body begins to deal with that is-

sue will the citizens of this country
have any confidence in the ability of
Congress to investigate the CIA and its
alleged abuses.

We all remember when the ratings of
this Congress skyrocketed when, during
the Watergate probe, the assertiveness
and aggressiveness of Congress and its
sincere search for the truth were trans-
mitted in living color into the living
rooms of homes all over the country.

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we get back
to these central issues and again begin
to have an honest and sincere search for
the truth on the matter of the CIA. The
gentleman from Michigan (Mr, NEbzI)
has submitted his resignation from the
chairmanship and he should step down.

ABOLITION OF THE FEDERAL
METAL AND NON-METALLIC MINE
SAFETY BOARD OF REVIEW

(Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, when the continuing resolution
is considered later in the day, I hope to
offer an amendment to strike out any
funding for the Federal Metal and Non-
Metallic Mine Safety Board of Review,

- E ﬁproved For Release 2005/04/27 : CIA-RDP77M00144R001200030014-4
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This is a Board which began operat-
ing 4 years ago, on July 31, 1971. The
Board has heard no appeals and no cases
and has done no work. The executive
Secretary sits in his office all day listen-
ing to Beethoven records and doing noth-
ing. He is paid $19,693 a year, and his
secretary draws $14,125 per year. In jus-
tice to the executive secretary, Jubal
Hale, it should be said that he personally
feels and has stated that this Board
should be abolished.

It appears that it has proven very dif-
ficult for Congress to cut off an agency
which has once been established and
started. One way to cut off the useless
Board would be to agree to my amend-
ment to the continuing resolution which
would stop further funding for this do-
nothing Board.

PROBLEMS OF SELECT COMMITTEE
IN INVESTIGATION OF THE CIA

(Mr. HARKIN asked and was given

permission to addiess the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)
" Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not
know any of the personalities involved in
this affair as between the chairman and
the select committee. I am certain that
they are all honorable people and decent
people.

I do not know any of the undercur-
rents that seem to be flowing underneath
the surface of all this. I only voted to
accept the resighation offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. NEDpzZI) yes-
terday simply pecause he asked to resign.

This is the only reason that I voted to
accept his resignation.

However, I am concerned, and I know
rom being back in my district over the
last weekend that my constituents are
concerned that the investigation of the
CIAcontinue, and that Congress exercise

Intelligence Agency in the

Speaker, I am intro
tion that will amend

difficult times when th
public housing, -especiall
the elderly.' Every time

want to enter
high rise_s for

are knocked right out of
because they go over the

person “because he may be getting\an
increase in social security, and that
should not be a factor in whether the
elderly get into public housing or not..
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think this is
good legislation; and if it ever gets to
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Our Constitution upholds the éoncept
of ownership as the basis of a free eco-
nomic order. But at the same time, it
postulates the social obligation inherent
in ownership. That is what our Constitu-
tion, the basic law of the Federal Re-
public of Germany, prescribes, and this
has been the approach of all governments
of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Ten million refugees from the lost re-
gions of Eastern Germany found a new
homeland in the destroyed and over-
populated western part of our country.
Generous legislation and the sacrifices
made by the people gave those expellees
equal opportunities. My country is proud
of that achievement.

Today we are trying to achieve a bal-
ance of interests and opportunities on a
much larger scale. The entire world eco-
nomic order must be given the chance to
develop further, but in the process noth-
ing should be given up that has proved
its value.

We are called upon to share responsi-
bility for answering vital questions from
five continents: Tomorrow’s grain and
rice deflcit, the interplay of population
pressure.and economic development, the
mounting cost of military security. The
starving in many parts of the world still
need our help. Young nations who hoped
to achieve industrial prosperity overnight
with the aid of our capital and technol-
ogy are disappointed and put the blame
on us. The industrialized countries can
only meet these challenges if their eco-
nomic constitution is sound.

This means for our countries we must
continue along the paths we have taken
in fighting unemployment and worldwide
recession. Our economic policies must
give sufficient impulses to domestic
demand.

One thing iIs certain: Only through
close caoperation between North America
and Europe, and by harmonizing inter-
ests, ‘have we any prospect of mastering
such tasks. It is certain that our com-
bined energies will not provide the solu-
tion without the contributions of other
nations. And it Is certain also that we
would be betraying the old fundamental
ideas of democracy if we -were always to
be found on the side of those who defend
property and privilege against social de-
mands, demands born of hunger and
distress.

1t is our task to find evolutionary solu-
tions, but this is no easy matter. The wel-
fare of our peoples which we have to
guard did not come to us overnight. We
owe it to the hard work and privations of
whole generations. It would be politically
meaningless and economically impassible
just to transfer our assets and our social
achievements to others, as some develop-
ing countries would like it,

Our aim is not to maintain the status
quo, but to seek harmonization of inter-
ests. The readiness to accept change is
the prerequisite for the pursuit of hap-
piness, and in that context it is the spirit
we adopt in our relations with the part-
ners from other camps that will be deci-

sive, Our diplomatic tools shall not in-.

clude threats and intimidation. In a
spirit of partnership, without mental
reservation, it is possible to reconcile
even sharply conflicting Interests. In
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everything we do we musb start from the
fact that in the decades ahead there is
only one rational course open to us, that
of cooperation.

The nine European states have, with
much good will, worked out an overall
modus of economic cooperation with the
nations of Africa, Asia, and the Carib-
bean. In protracted negotiations, sharply
differing points of view and interests of
many sovereign partners have been har-
monized. Here we have a promising ex-
ample of multilateral cooperation with
the Third World. It also shows that the
European community can have a sta- »
bilizing influence on the world economy.

At the same time, it becomes clear that
the European community is capable of
helping to esse the burden of the United
States, once it finds its way to joint ac-
tion. The European union to which we
have commited ourselves has not yet been
completed, and to be frank, in this re-
spect we are still a long way behind our
hopes and our promises. But Europe is
nedeed, and we shall huild it, and in so
doing, we need the understanding of the
United States.

We need long-termn European-Ameri-
can cooperation. It must be based on
mutual trust. It must he candid. It must

,not again make the mistake of empha-

sizing divergent secondary interests at
the expense of primary common interests.
‘We need not only the willpower and the
technical capability of the United States
which President Ford referred to in
Drussels but also to quote him again, “its
spiritual drive and steadiness of pur-
pose.” Not as some may have feared and
others may have hoped, recent develop~
ments have not loosened the ties of Eu~
ropean-American solidarity. On the con-
trary, more energies have been set free
for the alliance which will be concen-
trated on its tasks. The awareness of our
interdependence is deeper than ever. It
has above all become clear to us that it is
the common fundamental democratic
beliefs which distinguished the alliance
from ofhers and which nourished its
strength in each member state.

I believe in a Europe committed to the
human rights that were embodied for the
first time in the constitution of Massa~-
chusetts, a Europe which fills these prin-
ciples with a sense of social justice of our
zeneration. Only with a deeper under-
standing of our spiritual heritage will the
democracies on either side of the North™
Atlantic be able to assert themselves and
thus effectively serve the cause of world
peace.

Together with you, we shall recall the
concepts and ideals of the American
Revolution. May our age find us as re-’
solved, as realistic, but also as idealistic
25 those men and women who made this
great country.

[Applause, the Members rising.]

At 12 o’clock and 58 minutes p.m., His
Excellency, Walter Scheel, President of
the Federal Republic of Germany, ac-
companied by the committee of escort,
retired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Doorkeeper escorted the invited
guests, and the Members of the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet, from the chamber.
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JOINT MEETING RESOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purposes of the
joint meeting having been completed, the
Chair declares the joint meeting of the
two Houses of Congress hereby dissolved.

According at 1 o’clock p.m. the joint
meeting of the two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of the
Chair. The bells will be rung approxi-
mately 15 minutes prior to reconvening.

.

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 1
o'clock and 35 minutes p.m. -

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
make an announcement. Pursuant to the
provisions of clause 3(h) of rule XXVII,
the Chair announces that he will post-
pone further proceedings today on each
motion to suspend the rules on which a
recorded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered or on which the vote is objected
to under clause 4 of rule XV..

After all motions to suspend the rules
have been entertained and debated, and
after those motions to be determined by
‘“non-record” votes have been disposed
of, the Chair will then put the question
on each motion on which the further
proceedings were postponed.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr, CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that a quroum is not pre~
sent.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I move &
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The call was taken by electronic de-
vice, and the following Members failed
to respond:

[Roll No. 308]

Andrews, N.C. Horton Santini
Bingham Howard Satterfield
Brademas Hutchinson Scheuer
Brown, Calif. Jacobs Seiberling
Brown, Mich. Jarman Shuster
Buchanan Jones, Ala. Simon
Burke, Fla. Krueger Snyder
Cederberg Leggett Bolarz
Conyers MecCormack Spence
Derwinskl McHugh Staggers
Dingell Macdonald Stanton,
Drinan Meyner James V.
Fishleman Mezvinsky Stokes
Evans, Colo. ~ Miller, Ohio Stratton
Findley Mills Stuckey
PFish Mink Symington
Flynt Mitchell, N.Y. Talcott
ley Mollohan Teague -
Ford, Mich. Nolan Thompson
Fraser Price Udall
Fulton Quie Waxman
Goldwater Quillen Wright
Gude Rees Wylie
Hébert Rosenthal
Heinz Ruppe

The- SPEAKER. On this rollcall 361
.Members have recorded their presence
by electronic device, a querum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
cegﬁings under the call were dispensed
with.
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the floor, I hope the Members will sup-
port 1t as an excellent piece of legislation.

(Mr. FUQUA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.)

-[Mr. FUQUA addressed the House,
His remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

Speaker,
DISTORTIONS VIS-A-VIS THE CIA lcolleague who came to the well before

INVESTIGATION

(Mr.. MCCLORY was asked and was

glven permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
.- Mr, McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, as the
ranking member on the Select Commit-~
tee on Intelligence, I want to make this
additional statement: I think the sug-
gestions that the committee or any mem-
bers of the committee, including our dis-
tinguished chairman, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr, Nebpz1), were golng
to be soft on the CIA or were willing to
quealify in some way the investigation is
slmply a distortion, and is an affront
to every member of the committee.

My own view has always been that we
- should conduct a thorough and complete
investigation of not only the CIA, but of
all of the intelligence agencies. The
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Nepzr)
concurred in that. We met, and we de-
cided on a bipartisan staff of the com-
mittee to operate objectively, just as 6h=
jectively as the House Committee on the
Judiciary operated last year, a commit-
tee upon which I serve and upon which
- Iserved last year, and to which reference
has been made here today.

These aspersions and these innuen---

does Implying that any of the committee
members would be inclined to pull their
bunches insofar as the investigation of
the CIA or any other intelligence agency
is concerned, are just rank distortions,
untrue charges, and those uninformed
Individuals who have uttered them ought
to withdraw such statements because
there is no valid basis for them what-
soever. ) )

. With only 64 votes in favor of accept-
Ing NEDzI's resignation, there is a clear

vote of confldence in Mr. Nepzr’s in-

tegrity and in his ability to conduct a
responsible Investigation of the intel-
ligence community—including ilegal
actions which need to be aired—and
corrected.

The CIA’s essential functions are im-
portant to the Nation’s security. But,
CIA excesses and the infringement of the
rights of individual Americans as well
as covert overseas activities including
alleged assassinations, should be un-
covered and any and all CIA and other
wrongdoings must be exposed and cor-~
rected. This is, and has been Mr. Nepzr's
and my objectives.

It is to be hoped that the Select Com-~
mittee, with the same or modified mem-
bership, will be able to move forward ex-
peditiously and deliberately in fulfilling
its mandate as required by the House
resolution which established this critical
10-member committee to review and re-
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port on all of the intelligence agencies in
the Federal system. :

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLI-
GENCE SHOULD CONTINUE INVES-
TIGATION OF CIA .

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was glven permission to address the
Housg for 1 minute and to revise and

his remarks.) :
ILLER of California. Mr.
take the well in support of my

bor a continuation of the in-
the Select Committe_e of

me to ask
vestigation N
the CIA.
This House Yaas been rampant with
rumors that thelg would be a movement
to abolish that colymittee.
I do not belleve that any of the former
members have casd, aspersions on the
- ability of this commiXee to carry out its
work, : 3
The concern is that we have seen now
for a number of month\ in the news-
papers, allegations and inn\endos against
leaders or former leaders of\this country
as to thelr involvement in dgvert plans
in dealing with assassination, \with mur-
der, spying on American citixens, the

plete its investigation of the CIA, wh
will show the American people that the:
House Is carrying out its functions.

That is the issue here. It is not the
makeup of the committee. It is not the
chairman. It is that the House must work
its will. It has to decide that this is the
No. 1 thing it must do. -

Mr. Speaker, I am very much con-
cerned when we say to the Amerlcan
people that we think those allegations do
not deserve investigation. I think that T
am serving in a House that is interested
in the truth and in the pursuit of the
truth, wherever that may lead us. I think
that i1s a Member's obligation, and we
must continue to pursue that obligation

in this House.

THE VOTE ON THE PROPOSED
NEDZI RESIGNATION

(Mr. RONCALIO asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I think
1t is appropriate that some Member of

this body in the middle bracket, the-

young men; that is, those approaching
60, who came into the 89th Congress or
thereabouts have a say regarding the
LucieEN NEDzI cause célébre.

Mr. Speaker, I think many of us who
voted to refuse the resignation of the
gentleman from Michigan, Lucien NEbpzI,
did s0 as a matter of deep personal privi-
lege, with regard to the gentleman’s
integrity and the devotion which he gives
to his work.

Mr. Speaker, to me this is not in-
consistent with voting to abolish the CIA
if the facts warrant that abolition. And
a good measure of facts have already
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come to light, for those of this body who
wish to see. .

If in fact the CIA has so compromised
its position and can no longer do the job
which is necessary and vital to our
society, then let somebody else do-it. Or
let us get on with our work of correction
In this sad Agency which no longer seems
to be able to perform the purposes for
which it was lawfully enacted. Instead,
it has succumbed to illegal and unlawful
domestic spying, it has exported assas-
sination, all against the law. N

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY
PUBLICATION OF ROLL CALL

(Mr. MICHEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his re-~
marks.)

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, I wish at
this time to bring to the attention of my
colleagues that I have requested a special
order at the end of our business day
tomorrow in order that Members may
have the opportunity to comment on the
cceasion of the 20th anniversary of the
publication of the newspaper Roll Call.

Roll Call, as all of us are aware, Is the
newspaper of Capitol Hill, and has,
throughout its distinguished 20-year
history been very much a part of the
lives of those of us who work here at
the Capitol.

It is important and appropriate there-
fore, that we pause to pay our respects to
Mr. Sid Yudain, the editor and pub-
lisher and his staff for their outstanding
contributions to journalism throughout
hat period; I am sure that many Mem-
\ers will want to participate in that ac-

ity, which will, as I said, take place
at the close of business tomorrow.

R ——— ...

SPECIAL, COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE

AFALCE asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute, aQd to revise and extend his’
remarks.) ) .

Mr. LAFANCE. Mr. Speaker, on Febru-
ary 19 of thiX year, I voted against the
resolution to edtablish a new Select Com-
mittee on InteYigence in the House of
Representatives.\In a matter of this seri-
ousness, being diXectly on the national
security, I though®that the Senate and
House should act i\ concert and that a
Joint committee shod be formed to con-
sider the accountabily of the CIA and
the other intelligence Ygencies.

A joint committee, I %
ter able to insure that A investigation
of this sort would not Nismantle that
amount of secrecy necessa\y to preserve
the CIA as an effective int) ligence arm
of our Government. At the Same time it
could still make public thosd violations
1t considered detrimental to thX national
welfare and our international Pa

However, a House select commiltee was
formed, and a chairman selected. ques-
tioned the effectiveness and proprizty of
selecting as chairman the same mar\who
chaired the Armed Services Commit; pe’s
Intelligence Subcommittee, previously
charged with oversight of the CIA.

The purpose of forming the select com-~

OF
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mittee was, of course, to investigate the
many allegations which had come out
about the CIA and other aspects of the
U.S. intelligence apparatus. But these
questions arose not because of, but rather
in spite of, the previous oversight work
of the Intelligence Subcommittee. The
new approach called for in establishing
the select committee seemed also to call
for a new chairman.

I feel, therefore, that, despite the pres-
ent chairman’s considerable credentials
for ghe position, the situation called for
an gitogether different chairman. I also
believe that when a Member submits a
resignation from a committee, the whole
House should honor his or her decision
without question. -

The most crucial issue, beyond the
question of the chairmanship, is the
credibility of any Committee on Intelli-
gence, and its ability to complete a sat=
isfactory investigation that will reveal to
the public what must be known, and pre-
serve that which must not be known in
order to maintain the viability of the in-
telligence community.

This committee’s credibility has been
damaged beyond repair. We must either

_abolish the committee entirely, relying on
the Senate’s investigation, or form a new
select committee, hopefully acting in con~
cert with the Senate, and make a fresh
start.

INTERIM EXTENSION OF FIFRA

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6387) to extend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act, as amended, for 2 years, as amended.

The Clerk'read as follows:

H.R. 6387

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That sec-
tion 27 of the Federal Insecticlde, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act, as amended (7 U.S.C.
136(y)) is amended by adding at the end
of such section the following: “There Is
hereby authorized to be appropriated to
carry out the provisions of this Act for the
period beginning July 1, 1976, and ending
September 30, 1975, the sum of $11,967,000.".

The SPEAKER. Is s second demanded?

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a second.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a
second will be considered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. pE LA Garza) will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WampLER) will be
recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair now recognizes the gentle-
man from Texas (Mr. bE LA GARZA).

(Mr. pE LA GARZA asked and was
given permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
6337, as amended, as reported by the
Committee on Agriculture, provides a 3-
month interim extension of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. Tt extends the authorization of ap-
propriations under the act through the
period July 1-September 30, 1875, at &
level of $11,867,000. :
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Without this extension, the authori-
zation for sppropriations under FIFRA
would expire on June 30, 1975.

As originally introduced, H.R. 6387
would have extended the authorization
for 2 years through September 30, 1977,
with an authorization of $47,868,000 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and
$47,200,000 for the fiscal year ending

- September 30, 1977. The comumittee re- .

port instead authorizes appropriations
only for a 3~-month period at one-fourth

1976 in the bill as originally introduced.

Extensive hearings were held on the
bill. The hearings were held during the
week of May 12 through 16, 1975, and the
committee continued its consideration of
the bill on June 3, 5, 9, 10, and 11, 1975.
During the hearings testimony was re-
ceived from the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, U.S. Departinent of Agricul-
ture, representatives of National Associ-
ation of State Departments of Agricul-
ture, and the State departments of
agriculture of a number of States, from
farm organizations, trade associations,
industry and public interest groups.
Many of the spokesmen af the hearings
vojced complaints concerning adminis-
tration of the act. The hearings gave rise
to a number of controversial issues sur-
rounding the administration of the act,
resnlting in & number of amendments
being prepared by various members of
the committee.

When it became apparent that the
issues could not be resolved in time for
adoption of a bill to cover the 2-year ex-
tension, the committee by a vote of 22-2
acted to provide an interim extension
of 3 months, authorizing a funding level
at one-fourth of the rate proposed for
fiscal year 1976.

The bill does not settle any of the sub-
stantive issues raised during the hear-
ings. It is only a stop-gap measure. The
3-month extension will enable EPA to
cantinue to carry out its functions in an
orderly manner while the committee
considers the various proposed changes
which have been suggested by its mem-
bers. Approval of the authorization for
funding shiould not be construed as com-
mittee approval of any significant ex-
paunsion of programs under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. In particular, 1t was the commitiee’s
intent that EPA should not use amounts
appropriated pursuant to this authori-
zatioh to begin an expanded program
for certification of private applicators.
The comiittee wishes to review this
program along with other matters in
connection with the authorization for
extension of FIFRA beyond September
30, 1975.

The level of funding suthorized is
slightly in excess of the rate of funding
for fiscal year 1975. The differences are
accounted for largely by increases in
technical support activities to meet regu-
latory requirements of the act.

A number of amendments were nson-
sidered but rejected which would have
provided for different funding authori-
zations for the 3-month extension. One
of those rejected would have increased
the authorization to $24,900,000, the level

June 17, 1975

recommended by EPA. This would have
provided an authorization which would

.have enabled EPA to provide assistance

to the States on an expedited basis to
carry out State plans for certification of
private applicators. The amendment lost
by a unanimous vote.

The amount authorized to be appropri-
ated for the 3-month period covers all
activities under FIFRA including the
amount necessary for environmental re-

_ search,.development and demonstration
the amount proposed for the fiscal year

activities under section 20. The commit-
tee has also been working with the Com-

. mittee on Science and Technology in an
attempt to better coordinate BPA’s over-

all research effort. Thus, under this au-
thorization there would be available for
such activities—but in no event for pur-
poses relative to enforcement of the
act—an amount not to exceed $3,511,975,
as provided for in H.R. 7108, reported
by the House Committee on Science and
Technology.

This bill has the support of the ad-
ministration. On May 12, 1975, Mr, John
Quarles, Deputy Administrator of EPA,
testified in support of H.R. 6387, as orig-
inally introduced which would have ex-
tended the appropriation authority of .
FIFRA for a 2-year period. At the con-

‘clusion of the hearings on June 10, he

was asked whether he would support a 3-
month extension and indicated that he
had no objection to such an extension.

I urge that my colleagues join me in
supporting adoption of H.R. 6387.

Mr. KAZEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. pE LA GARZA. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Was some of that dissension on the
administration policy dealing with the
fire ant problem itself?

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Yes. That was men-
tioned during the hearings.

Mr. KAZEN. I would hope that if this
law is extended, the committee would
do something about that, because the
damage done to human beings and to
animals in the South, and the devasta-
tion done by the fire ant should be
stopped, and it is within the authority
of the administration to do something

about it, but up until now, they have

ignored it completely.

Mr. pE LA GARZA. I might tell my col-
league that many members of the com-
mittee, including the gentleman speak-
ing, share the gentleman’s views, and we
are working diligently on trying to ar-
rive at some equitable solution to that
major problem in the United States.

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. WAMPLER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 6387, as amended, to
extend the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act for 3 months.

‘The bill is necessary if the Environ-
mental Protection Agency Is to continue
to administer 1ts pesticide program under
FIFRA beyond June 30, 1975, Inasmuch
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‘the floor, I hope the Members will sup-
port it as an excellent piece of legislation.

(Mr. FUQUA asked and was given per-
mission fto address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.)

. [Mr. FUQUA addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

DISTORTIONS VIS-A-VIS THE CIA
INVESTIGATION

(Mr. M¢CLORY was asked and was
glven permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, as the
ranking member on the Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence, I want to make this
additional statement: I think the sug-
gestions that the committee or any mem-

qualify i\ some way the investigatlon is
simply a lstortlon, and is an affront

Michigan (Mr. NEDZI)
chay. We met, and we de-

jectively as the Houge Committee on the
Judiciary operated 1zst year, a commit-
tee upon which I ser¥e and upon which
1 served last year, and % which reference
has been made here

’individua,ls who have uttered tha
to withdraw such statements Y

ing NEbpzY’s resignation, there is a clear
vote of confidence in Mr. NEepzr's X
tegrity and in his ability to conduct @
responsible investigation of the intel
ligence community—including illegal
actions which need to be aired—and
corrected.

The CIA’s essential functions are im-
portant to the Nation’s security. But,
CIA excesses and the infringement of the
rights of individual Americans as well
as covert overseas activities including
alleged assassinations, should be un-
covered and any and all CTA and other
wrongdoings must be exposed and cor«
rected. This is, and has heen Mr. NEpzI'S
and my objectives,

It is to be hoped that the Select Com-
mittee, with the same or modified mem-
bership, will be able to move forward ex~
peditiously and deliberately in fulfilling
its mandate as required by the House
resolution which established this critical
10-member committee to review and re-

porf on all of the intelligence agencies in
the Federal system.

GENCE SHOULD CONTINUE INVES-
TIGATION OF CIA

(Mr. MILLER of California asked anhd
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I take the well in support of my
colleagues who came to the well before
me to ask for a continuation of the in-
vestigation by the Select Committee of
the CIA,

This House has been rampant with

rumors that there would be a movement

to abolish that committee.

I do not believe that any of the former
members have cast aspersions on the
abllity of this committee to carry out its
work.

The concern is that we have seen now
for a number of months in the news-
papers, allegations and innuendos against
leaders or former leaders of this country
as to thelr involvement in covert plans
in dealing with assassination, with mur-
der, spying on American citizens, the
opening of mail, and eavesdropping.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think we can
leave matters like that to the press. I
think this House has to carry out its
function to fully investigate and to com-
plete its investigation of the CIA, which
will show the American people that the
House is carrylng out its functions.

That is the issue here. It is not the
makeup of the committee. It is not the
chairman. It is that the House must work
its will. It has to decide that this is the
No. 1 thing it must do.

Mr. Speaker, I am very much con-
cerned when we say to the American
people that we think those allegations do
not deserve investigation. I think that I
am serving in a House that is interested
in the truth and in the pursuit of the
truth, wherever that may lead us. I think
that is a Member’s obligation, and we

must continue to pursue that obligation
in this House. ‘—l

THE VOTE ON THE PROPOSED
NEDZI RESIGNATION

(Mr. RONCALIO asked and was gilven

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I think
i\ is appropriate that some Member of
s body in the middle bracket, the
youag men; theat is, those approaching
60, Yho came into the 89th Congress or
theregbouts have a say regarding the
LiucieN NEpzI cause célébre,

Mr. Speaker\to me this is not in-
consistent with voting to abolish the CIA
if the facts warrant that abolition. And
& good measure of facts have already

‘
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come to light, for those of this body who
wish to see.
If in fact the CIA has so compromised

which is necessary and vital to our
society, then let somebody else do it. Or
let us get on with our work of correction
in this sad Agency which no longer seems
to be able {o perform the purposes. for
which it wag lawfully enacted. Instead,
it has succumped to illegal and unlawful
domestic spyiNg, it has exported assas-
sination, all agiinst the law.

its position and can no longer do the job
' SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLI- I L €

TWENTIETH
PUBLICATION, OF ROLL CALL

(Mr. MICHEL aXked and was given
permission to addregs the House for 1
minute, and to revise\and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Skeaker, I wish at
this time to bring to thé\attention of my
colleagues that I have reguested a special
order at the end of ourl\ business day
tomorrow in order that
have the opportunity to cortRkment on the
occasion of the 20th anniveksary of the
publication of the newspaper Roll Call.

Roll Call, as all of us are a
newspaper of Capitol Hill,
throughout

OF

Iives of those of us who work
the Capitol,
It is important and appropriate

lisher and his staff for their outstanding
contributions to journalism throughout
that period; I am sure that many Mem-
bers will want to participate in that ac-
tivity, which will, as I said, take place
at the close of business tomorrow.

THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON
- INTELLIGENCE

(Mr. LAFALCE ‘asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, on Febru-
ary 19 of tis year, I voted against the
resolution to tabhsh a new Select Com-

A joint committee, I
ter able to insure that
of this sort would not

investigation
ismantle that
1;0 preserve

tioned the effectiveness and proprie
selecting as chairman the same man
chaired the Armed Services CommitteX’s
Intelligence Subcommittee, previous
charged with oversight of the CTA.

The purpose of forming the select com=-
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mittee was, of course, to investigate the
many allegations which had come out

about the CIA and other aspects of the
U.S. intelligence apparatus. But these

questions arese not because of, but rather

in spite of, the previous oversight work

of the Intelligence Subcommittee. The
new approach called for in establishing
the select committee seemed also to call
for a new chairman.

I feel, therefore, that, despite the pres-
ent chairman’s considerable credentials
for the position, the situation called for
an altogether different chairman. I also
believe that when a Member submits a
resignation from a committee, the whole
House should honor his or her decision
without question. v

The most crucial issue, beyond the
question of the chairmanship, is the
credibility of any Committee on Intelli-
gence, and its ability to complete a sat-
isfactory investigation that will reveal o
the public what must be known, and pre-
serve that which must not be known in
order to maintain the viability of the in-
telligence community.

This committee’s credibility has been
damaged beyond repair. We must either
abolish the committee entirely, relying on
the Senate’s investigation, or form a new
select committee, hopefully acting in con-
cert with the Senate, and make a fresh
start.

INTERIM EXTENSION OF FIFRA

Mr. pe .a GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6387) to extend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act, as amended, for 2 years, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 6387

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, Thalt sec-
tion 27 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act, as amended (7 U.8.C.
136(y) ) is amended by adding at the end
of such sectlon the following: ‘“There is
hereby authorized to be appropriated to
carry out the provisions of this Act for the
period beginning July 1, 1975, and ending
September 30, 1975, the sum of $11,967,000."”.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ?

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand & second. ,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a
second will be considered as erdered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. pE LA Garza) will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WampLER) will be
recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair now recognizes the gentle-
man from Texas (Mr, bE LA GARZA).

(Mr. o 1A GARZA asked and was
given permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, HR.
6387, as amended, as reported by the
Committee on Agriculture, provides a 3~
month interim extension of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. It extends the authorization of ap-
propriations under the act through the
period July 1-September 30, 1975, at a
level of $11,967,000.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Without this extension, the authori-
zation for appropriations under FIFRA
would expire on June 30, 1975. .

‘As originally introduced, H.R. 6387
would have extended the authorization
for 2 years through September 30, 1977,
with an authorization of $47,868,000 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and
$47,200,000 for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1977. The committee re-
port instead -authorizes sppropriations
only for a 3-month period at one-fourth
the amount proposed for the fiscal year
1976 in the bill as originally introduced.

Extensive hearings were held on the
bill. The hearings were held during the
week of May 12 through 16, 1975, and the
committee continued its consideration of
the bill on June 2, 5, 9, 10, and 11, 1975,
During thé hearings testimony was re-
ceived from the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, representatives of National Associ-
ation of State Departments of Agrieul-
ture, and the State departments of
agriculture of a number of States, from
farm organizations, trade associations,
industry and public interest groups.

Many of the spokesmen at the hearings -

voiced complaints concerning adminis-
tration of the act. The hearings gave rise
to'a number of controversial issues sur-
rounding the administration of the act,
resulting in a number of amendments
being prepared by various members of
the committee,

When it became apparent that the
issues could not be resolved in time for
ador:tion of a hill to cover the 2-year ex-
tension, the committee by a vote of 22-2
acted to provide an interim extension
of 3 months, authorizing a funding level
at one-fourth of the rate proposed for
fiscal year 1976. :

The bill does not settle any of the sub-
stantive issues raised during the hegr-
ings. It is only a stop-gap measure. The
3-month extension will- enable EPA fo
continue to carry out its functions in an
orderly manner while the conunittee
considers the various proposed changes
which have been suggested by its mem-
bers. Approval of the authorization for
funding should not be construed as com-
mittee approval of any significant ex-~
pansion of programs under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, ahd Rodenticide
Act. In particular, it was the committee’s
intent that EPA should not use amounts
appropriated pursuant to this authori-
zation to begin an expanded program
for certification of private applicators.
The committee wishes to review this
program along with other matters in
connection with the authorization for
extension of FIFRA beyond September
30, 1975.

The level of funding authorized is
slightly in excess of the rate of funding
far-fiscal year 1975. The differences are
aceounted for largely by increases in
technical support activities to meet regu-
latory requirements of the act.

A number of amendments were con-
sidered but rejected which would have
provided for different funding authori-
zations for the 3-month exlension. One
of those rejected would have increased
the authorization 1o $24,900,000, the level

June 17, 1975,

recommended by EPA, This would have
provided an authorization which would
~have enabled EPA to provide assistance
to the States on an expedited basis to
carry out State plans for certification of
private applicators. The amendment lost
by a unanimous vote.

The amount authorized to be appropri-
ated for the 3-month period covers all
activities under FIFRA including the
amount necessary for environmental re-
search, development and demonstration
activities under section 20. The commit-
tee has also been working with the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology in an
attempt to better coordinate EPA’s over-
all research effort. Thus, under this au-
thorization there would be available for
such activities—but in no event for pur-
boses relative to enforcement of the
act—an amount not to exceed $3,511,975,
as provided for in H.R. 7108, reported
by the House Committee on Science and
Technology.

This bill has the support of the ad-
ministration. On May 12, 1975, Mr. John
Quarles, Deputy Administrator of EPA,
testified in support of H.R. 6387, as orig-
inally introduced which would have ex-
tended the appropriation authority of
FIFRA for a 2-year period. At the con-
clusion of the hearings on June 10, he
was asked whether he would support a 3-
month extension and indicated that he
had no objection to such an extension.

I urge that my colleagues join me in
supporting adoption of H.R. 6387.

Mr. KAZEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. pE LA GARZA. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Was some of that dissenslon on the
administration policy dealing with the
fire ant problem itself?

Mr. pr La GARZA. Yes. That was men-
tioned during the hearings.

Mr. KAZEN. I would hope that if this
law is extended, the committee would
do something about that, because the
damage done to human beings and %o
animals in the South, and the devasta-
tion done by the fire ant should be
stopped, and it is within the authority
of the administration te do something
about it, but up until now, they have
ignored it completely.

Mr. pE LA GARZA. I might tell my col-
league that many members of the com-
mittee, including the gentleman speak-
ing, share the gentleman’s views, and we
are working diligently on trying to ar-
rive at some equitable solution to that
major problem in the United States.

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr, Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr, WAMPLER, asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, T rise
in support of H.R. 6387, as amended, to
extend the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act for 3 months.

The bill is necessary if the Environ-
mental Protection Agency is to continue
to administer its pesticide program under
FIFRA beyond June 30, 1975, Inasmuch
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the floor, I hope the Members will sup-
port it as an excellent piece of legislation.

(Mr. PUQUA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
mintite and to revise and extend his re-
markshgnd include extraneous matter.)

QUA addressed the House.
s will appear hereafter in the

2% asked and was
ess the House

INCommit-

bers of the committee, including our
tinguished chairman, the gentlemay
from Michigan (Mr. NEpzI), were going
to be soft on the CIA or were willing to
qualify in some way the investigation is
simply a distortion, and is an affront
to every member of the commitiee,

My own view has always been that we
should conduct a thorough and complete
investigation of not only the CIA, but of
all of the Intelligence agencies. The
gentleman from Michigan (Mr, NEDZI):
concurred in that. We met, and we de-
clded on a bipartisan staff of the com-
mittee to operate objectively, just as ob-
Jectively as the House Committee on the
Judiciary operated last year, a commit-
tee upon which I serve and upon which
I served last year, and to which reference
has been made here today.

These aspersions and these innuen-
does implying that any of the committee
members would be Inclined to pull their
punches insofar as the investigation of
the CIA or any other intelligence agency
is concerned, are just rank distortions,
untrue charges, and those uninformed
individuals who have uttered them ought
to withdraw such statements because
there is no valid basis for them what-
soever,
© With only 64 votes in favor of accept-
ing Nepzr's resignation, there is a clear
vote of confldence in Mr. Nepzr's in-
tegrity and his ability to conduct a
responsible In¥estigation of the intel-
ligence commuity—including illegal
‘actions which nded to be aired—and
corrected.

The CIA’s essentigd functions are im-
portant to the NatioR’s security. But,
CIA excesses and the i gement of the
rights of individual Amégicans as well
as covert overseas actividles including
alleged assassinations, shoWld be un-
covered and any and all CIANand other
wrongdoings must be exposed \gnd cor-
rected. This 1Is, and has been Mr.
and my objectives.

mlittee, with the same or modified
bership, will be able to move forward ex-
peditiously and deliberately in fulfilling
its mandate as required by the House
resolution which established this critical
10-member committee to review and re-~

\mﬁeﬂfc ase 2005/04/27 : CIA-RDP77M00144R001200030014-4
¢ _ ¥ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

pbrt on all of the intelligence agencies in
the Federal system.

SELECT. COMMITTEE ON INTELLI-
GENCE SHOULD CONTINUE INVES-
TIGATION OF CIA

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I take the well in support of my
colleagues who came to the well before
me to ask for a continuation of the in-
vestigation by the Select Committee of
the CIA, ’ -

This House has been rampant with
rumors that there would be a movement
to abolish that committee.

I do not belleve that any of the former
members have cast aspersions on the
ability of this committee to carry out its
work.

The concern is that we have seen now
for a number of months in the news-
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come to light, for those of this body who
wish to see.

If in fact the CIA has so compromised
its position and can no longer do the job.
which 1s necessary and vital to our
society, then let somebody else do it. Or
let us get on with our work of correction
in this sad Agency which no longer seems
to be able to perform the purposes for
which it was lawfully enacted. Instead,
it has succumbed to illegal and unlawful
domestic spying, it has exported assas-
sination, all against the law.

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY
PUBLICATION OF ROLL CALL

(Mr. MICHEL asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, I wish at
this time to bring to the attention of my
colleagues that I have requested a special
order at the end of our business day
tomorrow in order that Members may

OF

bapers, allegations and innuendos against have the opportunity to comment on the

eaders or former leaders of this country
to their involvement in covert plans
Jealing with assassination, with mur-
spying on American citizens, the
%8 of mail, and eavesdropping.
peaker, I do not think we can
afters like that to the press. I
N\House has to carry out its
function to Xully investigate and to com~
blete its invedtigation of the CIA, which
will show the American people that the
House is carryind, out its functions.
That is the isstig here, It is not the
Qittee. It Is not the
¢ House must work
its will. It has to decidy that this is the
No. 1 thing it must do.
Mr. Speaker, I am ve

am serving in a House that is inderested
in the truth and in the pursuit &f the
truth, wherever that may lead us. I think
that is & Member’s obligation, and we
must continue to pursue that obligation
in this House.

| THE VOTE ON THE PROPOSED I

NEDZI RESIGNATION

(Mr, RONCALIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I think
it is appropriate that some Member of
this body in the middle bracket, the
young men; that is, those approaching
60, who came into the 89th Congress or
thereabouts have a say regarding the
LuciEN NepzI cause célébre. -

Mr, Speaker, I think many of us who
voted to refuse the resienation of the
gentleman from Michigan, LucieNn NEbz1,
did so as a matter of deep personal privi-

“lege, with regard to the gentleman’s
integrity and the devotion which he gives
to his work. .

Mr., Speaker, to me this is not in-
conslistent with voting to abolish the CIA
if the facts warrant that abolition. And
8 good measure of facts have already

occasion of the 20th anniversary of the
publication of the newspaper Roll Call.
Roll Call, as all of us are aware, Is the
hewspaper of Capitol Hill, and has,
throughout its distinguished 20-year
history been very much a part of the
lives of those of us who work here at
the Capitol.
It is important and appropriate there-
« fore, that we pause to pay our respects to
Mr. Sid Yudain, the editor and pub-
lisher and his staff for their outstanding
contributions to journalism throughout
that period; I am sure that many Mem-
bers will want to participate in that ac-

tivity, which will, as I said, take place
‘ at the close of business tomorrow,

THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE

(Mr. LAFAICE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, on Febru-
ary 19 of this year, I voted against the
resolutiort to establish a new Select Com-
mittee on Intellicence in the House of
Representatives. In a matter of this seri-
ousness, being\directly on the national
security, I tho t that the Senate and
House should act\in concert and that a
Jjoint committee shiuld be formed to con-
sider the accountab¥ity of the CIA and
the other intelligencé\agencies,

A joint committee, I ¥elt, would be bet~
ter able to insure that “investigation
of this sort would not 8jsmantle that
amount of secrecy necessaMy to preserve
the CIA as an effective inteNigence arm
of our Government, At the s i
" could still make public those
1t considered detrimental to the \ational
welfare and our international poshure.

However, a House select committde was
formed, and a chairman selected. I
tioned the effectiveness and propriety\of
selecting as chairman the same man w]
chaired the Armed Services Committee’s
Intelligence Subcommittee, previously
charged with oversight of the CIA.

The purpose of forming the select com-~
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mittee was, of course, to investigate the
many allegations which had come out
about the CIA and other aspects of the
U.S. intelligence apparatus. But these
questions arose not because of, but rather
in spite of, the previous oversight work
of the Intelligence Subcommittee. The
new approach called for in establishing
the select committee seemed also to call
for a new chairman.

I feel, therefore, that, desrite the pres-
ent chairman’s considerable credentials
for the position, the situation called for
an altogether different chairman. I also
believe that when a Member submits a
resignation from a committee, the whole
House should honor his or her decision
without question.

The most crucial issue, beyond the
question of the chairmanship, is the
credibility of any Committee on Intelli-
gence, and its ability to complete a sat-
isfactory investigation that will reveal to
the public what must be known, and pre-
serve that which must not be known in
order to maintain the viability of the in-
telligence community.

This committee’s credlblhty has been
damaged beyond repair. We must either
abolish the committee entirely, relying on
the Senate’s investigation, or form a new
select committee, hopefully acting in con-
cert with the Senate, and make a fresh
start.

INTERIM EXTENSION OF FIFRA

Mr. bE La GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6387) to extend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act, as amended, for 2 years, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 6387

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatwes of the United States. of
America in Congress assembled, That sec-
tion 27 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodentlclde Act, as amended (7 U.S.C.
136(y)) is amended by adding at the end
of such sectlon the following: “There Is
hereby authorized to be appropriated to
carry out the provisions of . this Act for the
period beginning July 1 1975, and ending
Septernber 30, 1975, the sum of $11,967,000.”.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a second.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a
second will be considered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. pE LA Garza) will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WampLER) will be
recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair now recognizes the gentle-
man from Texas (Mr. pE LA GARzZA).

(Mr. pE 1A GARZA asked and was
given permission to revise and extend his
remarks )

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, HR.
6387, as amended, as reported by the
Committee on Agriculture, provides a 3-
month interim extension of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. It extends the authorization of ap-
propriations under the act through the
period July 1-September 30, 1975, at a
level of $11,967,000.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE T

Without this extension, the authori-
zation for appropriations under FIFRA
would expire on June 30, 1975.

As originally introduced, H.R. 6387
would have extended the authorization
for 2 years through September 30, 1977,
with an authorization of $47,868,000 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and
$47,200,000 for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1977. The committee re-
port instead authorizes appropriations
only for a 3-month period at one-fourth
the amount proposed for the fiscal year
1976 in the bill as originally introduced.

Extensive hearings were held on the
bill. The hearings were held during the
week of May 12 through 16, 1975, and the
comunittee continued its consideration of
the bill on June 3, 5, 9, 10, and 11, 1975.
During the hearings testimony was re-
ceived from the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, U.8. Department of Agricul-
ture, representatives of National ‘Associ-
ation of State Departments of Agricul-
ture, and the State departments of
agriculture of a number of States, from
farm organizations, trade associations,
industry and public interest groups.
Many of the spokesmen at the hearings
voiced complaints concerning adminis-
tration of the act. The hearings gave rise
to a number of controversial issues sur-
rounding the administration of the act,
resuiting in a number of amendments
being prepared by various members of
the committee. ' .

When it became apparent that the
issues could not be resolved in fime for
adoption of a bill to cover the 2-year ex-
tension, the committee by a vote of 22-2
acted to provide an interim extension
of 3 months, authorizing a funding level
at one-fourth of the rate proposed for
fiscal year 1976.

The bill does not settle any of the sub-

“stantive issues raised during the hear-

ings. It is only a stop-gap measure. The
3-month extension will enable EPA to
continue to earry out its functions in an
orderly manner while the committee
considers the various proposed changes
which have been suggested by its mem-
bers. Approval of the authorization for
funding should not be construed as com-
mittee approval of any significant ex-
pansion of programs under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. In particular, it was the committee’s
intent that EPA should not use amounts
appropriated pursuant to this authori-
zation to begin an expanded program
for certification of private applicators.
The committee wishes to review this
program along with other matters in
connection with the authorization for
extension of FIFRA beyond September
30, 1975,

The level of funding authorized is
slightly in excess of the rate of funding
for fiscal year 1975. The differences are
accounted for largely by increases in
technical support activities {o meet regu-
latory requirements of the act.

A number of amendments were con-
sidered but rejected which would have
provided for different funding authori-
zations for the 3-month extension. One
of those rejected would have increased
the authorization to $24,900,000, the level

“June 17, 19%

recommended. by EPA. This would have
provided an authorizationiwhich would
have enabled EPA to provide assistance
to the States on an expedited basis to
carry out State plans for certification of
private applicators. The amendment lost
by a unanimous vote.

The amount authorized to be appropri-
ated for the 3-month period covers all
activities under FIFRA including the
amount necessary for environmental re-
search, development and demonstration
activities under section 20. The commit-
tee has also been working with the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology in an
attempt to better coordinate EPA’s aver-
all research effort. Thus, under this au-
thorization there would be available for
such activities—but in no event for pur-
poses relative to enforcement of the
act—an amount not to exceed, $3,511,975,
as provided for in H.R. 7108, reported
by the House Committee on Science and
Technology.

This bill has the support of the ad-
ministration. On May 12, 1975, Mr. John
Quarles, Deputy Administrator of EPA,
testified in support of H.R. 6387, as orig-
inally introduced which would have ex-
tended the appropriation authority of
FIFRA for a 2-year period. At the con-
clusion of the hearings on June 10, he
was asked whether he would support a 3-
month extension and indicated that he
had no objection to such an extension.

I urge that my colleagues join me in
supporting adoption of H.R. 6387.

Mr. KAZEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. pE LA GARZA. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

‘Was some of that dissension on the
administration policy dealing with the
fire ant problem itself?

Mr. pE 1.a GARZA. Yes. That was men-
tioned during the hearings.

Mr. KAZEN. I would hope that if this
law is extended, the committee would
do something about that, because the
damage done to human beings and to
animals in the South, and the devasta-
tion done by the fire ant should be

stopped, and it is within the authority

of the administration to do something
about it, but up until now, they have
ignored it completely.

Mr. pE 1.4 GARZA. I might tell my col-
league that many members of the com-
mittee, including the gentleman speak-
ing, share the gentleman’s views, and we
are working diligently on trylng to ar-
rive at some equitable solution to that
major problem in the United States.

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. WAMPLER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 6387, as amended, to
extend the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act for 3 months.

The bill is necessary if the Environ-
mental Protection Agency is to continue
to administer its pesticide program under
FIFRA beyond June 30, 1975, Inasmuch
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“come to light, for those of this body who

‘the ﬁoor,-I hope the Members v;{ill sup-
port it as an excellent piece of legislation.

(Mr. FUQUA asked and was given per-
mission, to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.)

[Mr., FUQUA addressed the House.
His rernarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

DISTORTIONS VIS-A-VIS THE CIA
. INVESTIGATION

(Mr. McCLORY was asked and was
‘- given permission to address the House

for D minute and fo revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, as the
ranking Member on the Select Commit-
tee on Intdlligence, I want to make this
additional tement: I think the sug-
gestions that the committee or any mem-

ittee, including our dis-
an, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. Nepz1), were going
to be soft on the or were willing to
qualify in some way the investigation is
simply a distortion, d is an affront
to every member of thé, committee.

My own view has alwa, 3 been that we
should conduct a thorough“gnd complete
investigation of not only the&.CIA, but of ~
all of the intellicence agekcies. The
gentleman from Michigan (MY, NEpzI)
concurred in that. We met, and we de-
cided on & bipartisan staff of ths, com-
mittee to operate objectively, just ob~-
jectively as the House Committee omiphe.
Judiclary operated last year, a commip-
tee upon which I serve and upon whic

I served last year, and to which reference\

has been made here today.

These aspersions and  these innuen-
does implying that any of the committee
members would be inclined. to pull their
punches insofar as the investigation. of
the CIA or any other intelligence agency
is concerned, are just rank distortions,
untrue charges, and those uninformed
individuals who have uttered them ought
to withdraw such statements because
there is no valid basis for them what-
soever. )

With only 64 votes in favor of accept-
ing NEpzI’s resignation, there is a clear
vote of confidence in Mr. NEpzI's in-
tegrity and in his ability to conduct &
responsible investigation of the intel-
ligence community—including illegal
actions which need to be aired—and
corrected. _ .

The CIA’s essential functions are im~
portant to the Nation’s security. But,
CIA excesses and the infringement of the
rights of individual Americans as well
as covert overseas activities Including
- alleged assassinations, should be un-
covered and any and all CIA and other
wrongdoings must be exposed and cor-
rected. This 1s, and has been Mr. NeDzI'S
and my objectives.

It is to be hoped that the Select Com-~
mittee, with the same or modified mem-
bership, will be able to move forward ex-
peditiously and deliberately in fulfilling
its mandate as required by the House
resolution which established this critical
10-member commitiee to review and re-
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port on all of the intelligence agencies in
the Federal system.

SELECT COMMI'i‘TEE ON INTELLI-
GENCE SHOULD CONTINUE INVES-
TIGATION OF CIA :

(Mr, MILLER of California sgked and
was given permission to addkess the
House for 1 minute-and to rev and
extend his remarks.) ~,

Mr. MILLER of California.
Speaker, I take the well in support of
colleagues who came to the well before
me to ask for a continuation of the in-
vestigation by the Select Committee of
the CIA.

This House has been rampant with
rumors that there would be a movement
to abolish that committee.

I do not believe that any of the former
members have cast aspersions on the
abllity of this committee to carry out its
work. )

The concern is that we have seen now
for a number of months in the news-

papers, allegations and innuendos against

leaders or former leaders of this country
as to their involvement in covert plans
in dealing with assassination, with mur-
der, spying on American citizens, the
opening of mall, and eavesdropping.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think we can
leave matters like that to the press. I
think this House has to carry out ifs
function to fully investigate and to com-
plete its investigation of the CIA, which
will show the American people that the
House is carrying out its functions.

. That 1s the issue here. It is not the
makeup of the committee. It is not the
chairman. It is that the House must work
its will, It has. to decide that this is the
No. 1 thing it must do.

Mr. Speaker, I am very much con-
ed when we say to the American
people that we think those allegations do
not eserve investigation. I think that I
am ing in a House that is interested
in the‘truth and in the pursuit of the
truth, erever that may lead us. I think
that is &, Member’s obligation, and we
must contipue to pursue .that obligation

NEDZINRESIGNATION

ON THE PROPOSED
(Mr. BONCZ:S

asked and was glven

it is appropriate. that Yome Member of
this body in the midae bracket, the
young men; that s, tho

to his work.
" Mr. Speaker, to me this is nof
consistent with voting to abolish the C
if the facts warrant that abolition. An
a good measure of facts have already

N\
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wish to see.

If in fact the CIA has so compromised
its position and can no longer do the job
which 1is necessary and vital to our
society, then let somebody else do it. Or

. let us get on with our work of correction’

in this sad Agency which no longer seems
to be able to perform the purposes for
which it was lawfully enacted. Instead,
it has succumbed to illegal and unlawful

r. - domestic spying, it has exported assas-

sination, all against the law.

WENTIETH  ANNIVERSARY OF
» PUBLICATION OF ROLL CALL

r. MICHEL asked and was given
permigsion to address the House for 1
minuteland to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MIGHEL. Mr. Speaker, I wish at
this time tozpring to the attention of my

_ colleagues thit I have requested a special

order at the d of our business day

tomorrow in orfger that Members may’
have the qpportu ity to comment on the

history been very much
lives of those of us who
the Capitol.

It is important and approprixzte there-
fore, that we pause to pay our reNpects to
Mr. 8id Yudain, the editor an® pub-
lisher and his staff for their outstakding
contributions to journalism througMput
that period; I am sure that many MeX-
bers will want to participate in that ac-
tivity, which will, as I said, take piace
at the close of business tomorrow.

————— S ———

THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE

(Mr. LAFALCE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr, Speaker, on Febru-
ary 19 of this year, I voted against the
resolution to establish a new Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence in the House of
Representatives. In a matter of this seri-
ousness, being directly on the national
security, I thought that the Senate and
House should act in concert and that a
Joint committee should be formed to con-
sider the accountability of the CIA and
the other intelligence agencies. -

A joint committee, I felt, would be bet-
ter able.to Insure that an investigation
of this sort would not dismantle that
amount of secrecy necessary to preserve
the CIA as an effective intelligence arm
of our Government. At the same time it
could still make public those violations
it considered detrimental to the national
welfare and our international posture.

However, & House select committee was
formed, and a chairman selected. I ques-
tioned the effectiveness and propriety of
selecting as chairman the same man who
chaired the Armed Services Committee’s
Intelligence Subcommittee, previously
charged with oversight of the CIA.

The purpose of forming the select com-

part of the
rk here Jat
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mittee was, of course, to investigate the .

many allegations which had come out
about the CIA and other aspects of the
U.S. intelligence apparatus. But these
questions arose not because of, but rather
in spite of, the previous oversight work
of the Intelligence Subcommittee. The
new approach called for in establishing
the select committee seemed also to call
for a new chairman.

I {eel, therefore, that, despite the pres-
ent chairman’s. considerable credentials
for the position, the situation called for
an altogether different chairman. I also
believe that when a Member submits a
resignation from a committee, the whole
House should honor his or her decision
without question.

The most crucial issue, beyond the
question of the chairmanship, is the
credibility of any Committee on Intelli-
gence, and its ability to complete a sat-
isfactory investigation that will reveal to
the public what must be known, and pre-
serve that which must not be known in
order to maintain the viability of the in-
telligence community.

This committee's credibility has been
damaged beyond repair.- We must either
abolish the committee entirely, relying on
the Senate’s Investigation, or form 'a new
select committee, hopefully acting in con-
cert with the Senate, and make a fresh
start.

INTERIM EXTENSION OF FIFRA
Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I move

to suspend the rules and pass the bill.

(xL.R. 6387) to extend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act, as amended, for 2 years, as amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
X H.R. 6387

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of

Representatives of the United States of
America in\ Congress assembled, That sec-
tion 27 of thg Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act, as amended (7 U.8.C.

138(y)) is amgnded by adding at the end

of such sectioh the following: “There is
hereby authorizgd to be appropriated to
carry out the pro\isions of this Act for the
perlod beginning Xuly 1, 1975, and ending
September 30, 1975, ¥he sum of $11,967,000.”,

The SPEAKER. second demanded?
Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a second.
The SPEAKER. Wilgémt objection, a

second will be considerdd as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gkntleman from
Texas (Mr. pE LA GARZA) 11 be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. Wampher) will be
recognized for 20 minutes. ) .

The Chair now recognizes Yhe gentle-

remarks.)

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speak
6387, as amended, as reported

Act. It extends the authorization o:
propriations under the act through
period July 1-September 30, 1975, at a
level of $11,967,000.

Without this extension, the authori-
zation for appropriations under FIFRA
would expire on June 30, 1975.

As originally introduced, H.R. 6387
would have extended the authorization
for 2 years through September 30, 1977,
with an authorization of $47,868,0060 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and
$47,200,000 for the fiscal year ending
Septembert 30, 1977. The committee re-
rort instea¥ authorizes appropriations
only for a 3-onth period at one-fourth
the amount plpposed for the fiscal year
1976 in the bill originally introduced.

FExtensive heakings were held on the
bill. The hearingd, were held duringz the
week of May 12 thigugh 16, 1975, and the
committee continuel its consideration of
the bill on June 3, 5\9, 10, and 11, 1975.
During the hearings estimony was re-
ceived from the Envirgnmental Protec-
tion Agency, U.S. Deparhnent of Agricul-
ture, representatives of National Associ-
atlion of State Departmengs of Agricul-
ture, and the State dedartments of
agriculture of a number of Btates, from
farm organizations, trade agsociations,
Industry and public intered
Many of the spokesmen at theé\hearings
voiced complaints concerning Adminis-
tration of the act. The hearings gkve rise
to 2 number of controversial issuds sur-
rounding the administration of tha act,
resulting in a number of amendmknts
bring prepared by various members\of
the committee. . :

‘When it became apparent that th¥
issues could not be resolved in time for
adoption of a bill to cover the 2-year ex-
tension, the committee by a vote of 22-2
acted to provide an interim extension
of 3 months, authorizing a funding level
at one-fourth of the rate proposed for
fiscal year 1976. -

The bill does not settle any of the sub-,-’
stantive issues raised during the hear-
ings. It is only a stop-gap measure. The
3-month extension will enable EPA to
coentinue to earry out its functions in an
orderly manner while the committee
considers the various proposed changes
which have been suggested by its mem-
bers. Approval of the authorization for
funding should not be construed as com-
mittee approval of any significant ex-
bansion of programs under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act. In particular, it was the committee’s
intent that EPA should not use amounts
appropriated pursuant to this authori-
zation to begin an expanded program
for certification of private applicators.
The committee wishes to review this
program along with other matters in
connection with the authorization for
extension of FIFRA beyond September
30, 1975.

The level of funding authorized is
slightly in excess of the rate of funding
for fiscal year 1975. The differences are
accounted for largely by increases in
technical support activities to meet regu-
latory requirements of the act.

A number of amendments were con-
sidered but rejected which would have
provided for different funding authori-
zations for the 3-month extension. One
of those rejected would have increased
the authorization to $24,900,000, the level

— . CIAF ' 0300144
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recommended by EPA. This would have
provided an authorization which would
have enabled EPA to provide assistance
to the States on an expedited basis to
carry out State plans for certification of
private applicators. The amendment lost
by a unanimous vote.

The amount authorized to be appropri-
ated for the 3-month period covers all
activities under FIFRA including the
amount necessary for environmental re-
search, development and demonstration
activities, under section 20. The commit-
tee has also been working with the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology in an
attempt to better coordinate EPA’s over-
all research effort. Thus, under this au-
thorization there would be available for
such activities—but in no event for pur-
poses relative to enforcement of the
act—an amount not to exceed $3,511,975,
as provided for in H.R. 7108, reported
by the House Committee on Science and
Tschnology.

This bill has the support of the ad-
ministration. On May 12, 1975, Mr. John
Quarles, Deputy Administrator of EPA,
testified in support of H.R. 6387, as orig-
Inally introduced which would have ex-
tended the appropriation authority of
FIFRA for a 2-year period. At the con-
clusion of the hearings on June 10, he
was asked whether he would support a 3-
month extension and indicated that he
had no objection to such an extension,

I urge that my colleagues join me in
supporting adoption of H.R. 6387.

Mr. KAZEN. Mr. Speaker, will the

\ gentleman yield?

Mr. bE La GARZA. I yield to the gentle-
pan from Texas.

r. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman
for\yielding. .

Was some of that dissension on the
admlyistration policy dealing with the
fire al\t problem itself?

- DE LA GARZA. Yes. That was men-
tioned dyring the hearings,

Mr. KAZEN. I would hope that if this
law is exkended, the committee would
do somethdpg about that, because the
damage dorde to human beings and to
animals in tAe South, and the devasta-
tion done by\the fire ant should be
stopped, and i\ is within the authority
of the adminiskation to do something
about it, but up\ until now, they have
ignored it comple¥ely.

Mr. pE 1A GARZA I might tell my col-
league that many Members of the com-
mittee, including th gentleman speak-
ing, share the gentleman’s views,
are working diligently\on trying to ar-
rive at some equitable\solution to that
major problem in the i

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. 8 peaker, I vield
myself such time as I mak% consume.

d was given
bermission to revise and ex¥end his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMPLER. Mr. Spealer, I rise
in support of H.R. 6387, as am{nded, to
extend the Federal Insecticide) Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act for 3

to administer its pesticide program uMier
FIFRA beyond June 30, 1975, inasmuch
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© ¢ludes requiring the wuse of the accrual
method of accounting for prepald interest.

1. Partnership syndication jees.—This cate-
gory is Included to clarify the rules requir-
ing capitalization of partnership syndication
fees.

B. Tax simplification and reform of domes-

" tic Income of Individuals.
1.  Beduction of expenses attributable to
\ess use of homes and rental of vacatlon

ent income credlt.

5. Child caype deduction.

6. Deductioyp of alimony payments.

7. Deductioh for guarantees of business
pald debts to ‘guarantors not involved In
business.

8. Deduction f£4&
and disability taxe

9. Simplification
- generally including

property transfer taxes

o itemized deductions
put not limited to) a
simplification deductidp in lieu of the divi-
dends received exclusioy, the deduction for
State and local taxes on\gasoline and other
motor fuels, deduction of\¢asualty losses be-
low a floor (e.g., 3 percépt), medical ex-

floor on drugs),
employee business expenses and

(e.g., $200).

10. Extension of tax tables to end
viduals to use the short 1040-A tax X
adjusted gross incomes up to $20,000

11. Accumulation trusts.
. 12, Limitation of the Interest dedukgtion

for nonbusiness iInterest to a specKled
amount where it is claimed as an ltemiXg
deduction.

13, Simplification of moving expense de
ductions and application to the military.

14, Tax treatment of scholarships and fel-
lowships (including cancellation of indebt-
edness with respect to certain student loan
programs) .

15. Clarification of the tax treatment of
certain disaster loan provisions.

16. Qualified stock options.

17. Alternative capital gains tax rate for
Individuals.

18. Holding perlod for short-term capital

gains.

19. Group fterm insurance.

C. Foreign Income

1. Per-country lUmitation in computing
Ioreign tax credit.

2. Grossing up dividends from less de-
veloped country corporations for purposes of
determining U.S. 1ncome and foreign tax
credit.

8. Application of the foreign tax credit in
the case of capital galns income.

' 4. Treatment of forélgn income subse-
quently earned where foreign losses are off«
set against U.Si-source income.

5. Deferral of income of controlled forelgn
subsidiaries.

6. Exclusion for income earned abroad by
U.8. citizens living or residing abroad.

7. Tax treatment of foreign trusts.

8. Excise tax on transfers to a foreign
business.

9. Treatment of earnings of less developed
country corporations where there is a dis-
position of stock representing these earnings.

10, Western Hemisphere trade corpora-
tions.

11, Tax treatment of U.S. possesslon cor-
porations.

12. Tax deferral under DISC provisions (in-
cluding export trade corporations).

13. China Trade Act Corporstions. -

14, Application of the 30-percent with-
holding tax to dividend and interest income
received from the U.S. by foreign persons,

Rep. DIESTER. - \

15. Dividend treatment of U.S. sharehold-
ers where funds are invested in the United
States by foreign corporations.

16. Advance IRS rulings for tax-free ex-
changes involving foreign corporations re-
lated to U.S. faxpayers.

17. Tax treatment of married couples where
one spouse is a nonresident alien.

18. Minlmum tax on forelgh source in-
come.

D. Administrative Provisions

1. Income tax return preparers.

2. Assessments In case of mathematical or
clerical errora.

3. Application of withholding tax provi-
slons, such as for interest and dividends,
certain gambling winnings, earnings of agri-
cultural employees, and State income taxes

for certain government employees and mill-’

tary reservists.

4. Disclosure of tax returns and return
information.

5. Private letter rulings.

© 6. Jeopardy and termination assessments.

7. Declaratory judgments in the case of
tex-exempt organizations.

8. Tax exempt status of condominiums and
homeowner assoclations.

'9. John Doe summons. ,

E. Deadwood Bill—Repeal and revision of
ohsolete, rarely used, etc, provisions,

F. Eztension of Individual and Corporate
Tax Reductions Provided in Tax Reduction
Act of 1975.

G. Capital formation (including fast de-
preciation, investment credit, and integra-
tion of corporate and individual tares).

H. Capital gains and losses.

I. Limited technical matters. .

LIST B—ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN SUBSEQUENT
TAX REFORM PACKAGE
(Not in this hearing)

1. Estate and gift taxation.

2. Tax treatment of single persons and
married couples.

8. Tax exempt State and municipal bonds.
4. Small business tax problems including
sybchapter S.

Percentage depletion for minerals gen-

ax treatment of financlal institutions.
ax treatment of cooperatives.
treatment of insurance companhles
g casua.lty and life companies.

16. Tax treatmendof annuitles.

BROADCAST LIC
AC

(Mr. FREY asked and
mission to address the
ute and fo revise and
marks.)

Mr. FREY. Mr. Speaker, tdgether with
56 cosponsors I am today reNtroducing
H.R. 5578—the Broadcast Lidgnse Re-
newal Act-——which I first introQuced on
March 26, 1975.

As I have noted before, inconkistent

NSE RENEWAL

was given per-
puse for 1 min-
extend his re-

judged at renewal time. The public still
needs a license renewal process which
brovides the stability broadcasters need
to plan and invest in quallty pro-
graming, the incentives to excel, and the
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freedom from the unneeded bureaucratic
paperwork burdens now imposed by the
Government on licensees.

My license renewal bill can help us
attain such objectives. Briefly, this legis-
lation lifts the Government paperwork
burden from especially the small broad-
caster, authorizes the FCC to institute
“short form” renewal procedures for ap-
propriate licensees, and clarifies the cri-
terion used to judge the broadcaster at
renewal time. In addition, my bill gives
the FCOyauthority to extend the license

lengths—up

ascertainment
television and
broadcasters. Fi

rocedures for radio and

this legislation
FCC decisions or
in the U.S. Court
of Appeals in the
broadcast station is

Court of Appeals.
Without question, the
ing job a reasonable expect
lenge a broadcaster who perfor
urge you all to give this bill and tRe

-broblem 1t addresses your most careful
attention.

F-OINT COMMITTEE ON INTELLI-
) GENCE OPERATIONS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

" previous order of the House, the gentle~

man from Pennsylvania (Mr. BIESTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BIESTER. Mr. Speaker, with Mr.
ANDERSON of Illinois, I am today reintro-
ducing legislation to create a Joint Com-
mittee on Intelligence Operations, We are
delighted to add as cosponsors of this
legislation several distinguished membegs
of both political parties.

This legislation creates a Joint Com-
mittee to conduct continuing oversight
of, and to exercise exclusive legislative
jurisdiction over, the foreign intelligence
activities and operations of the Central
Intelligence Agency, the Defense Intelli-
gence Agency of the Department of De-
fense, the National Security Agency, the
Bureau of Intelligence and Research of

_the Department of State, Army, Navy,
and Air Force Intelligence, and other
agencies, bureaus, or departments inso-
far as their operations include foreign
intelligence activities.

The Joint Committee would be com-
prised of Members of the most directly
relevant Committees: Armed Services,
Appropriations, and Forelgn Relations/
International Relations. It would have
the power o require such periodic re-
ports as it desired from any department
or agency regarding activities within its
jurisdiction. All matters relating primar-
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2. Tax treatment of single persons a.nd
married couples.

3. Tax exempt State and municipal bonds.

4, Small business tax problems including
Subchapter 8.

5. Percentage depletion for minerals gen-
erally.

6. Tax treatment of financlal institutions.

7. Tax treatment of cooperatives.

8. Tax treatment of insurance companies
including casualty and life companies.

8. Tax exempt organizations including
private foundations.

10. Charitable contribution deductions.

11. Net operating loss deductions.

12. Bank holding companles; real estate
Investment trusts.

13. Excise taxes.

14. Integration of pensions and soclal se=
curity.

15. Tax treatment of annulities.

The second phase of tax reform hearings,
to be conducted in November, will include,
but not be limited to, the subjects of estate
and gift taxation and the tax treatment of
single persons and married couples.

GENERAL PROCEDURES

Witnesses for the flrst phase of the hear-
Ings to begin at this time will be grouped
according to subject matter. Those who will
be testifying on several major subjects will
be listed in the category of “general wit-
nesses” and will be heard at the beginning
of this phase of the hearing. In the cases
where a witness wishes to concentrate his
testimony on one major subject, but com-
ment in a lesser way on other subjects, he
will be scheduled under the major subject
and can submit his statement for the record
on the minor areas,

Time will be strictly limited and in gen-
eral will not exceed five (5) minutes per wit-
ness except in very lmited cases Involving
broad nsatiomal organizations. Public wit-
nesses will be arranged in panels. Witnesses
must testify when scheduled or else file &
written statement. Shifts in dates to be heard,
will not be made. Time allocations must bé
strictly followed. Testimony by individuals
and groups representing the same position
must be consolldated. All written statements
must be submitted to the Commitiee office
at least 24 hours before the appearance of
the witness.

DETAILS FOR SUBMISSION OF REQUESTS TOQ BE
HEARD

Cutoff Date for Requests to be Heard-—
Requests to be heard must be submitted by
no later than the close of business Thursday,
June 26, 19756. As previously indicated, in-
dividuals and organizations desiring to testi-
fy on most or all of the subjects listed herein
will be heatd at the beginning of this phase
of the hearings, l.e., “general testimony” wil
be the first category to be heard.

All requests should be submlitted to John
M. Martin, Jr., Chief Counsel, Committee on
Ways and Means, Room 1102, Longworth
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20515
(telephone: (202) 225-3625.) Notification
will be made as promptly as possible after
the cutoff date as to when witnesses have
been scheduled to appear. At that time neces~
sary guidelines for preparing for the appear-
ance will accompany such notification. Once
the witness has been advised of his date of
appearance it i3 not possible for this date to
be changed. If a witness finds that he cannot
appear on that day, he may wish to-elther
substitute another spokesman in his place
or file a written statement for the record of
the hearing In lied of a personal appear-
ance.

Coordination of Testimony—In view of the
heavy schedule of the Committee ahead and
the limited time available to the Committee
to conduet this hearing, it is requested and
it is most important that all persons and or-

ganizations with the same general inter-
est designate one spokesman to represent

- them so as to conserve the time of the Com-
mittee and the other witnesses, prevent rep-
etition, and assure that all aspects of the
subjects being discussed at this hearing can
be given appropriate attention. It is con-
templated that the Committee will arrange
witnesses in panels.

Written Statements in Lleu of Personal
Appearance—The Cornmittee will be pleased
to receive from any interested organization
or person a written statement for considera-
tion for inclusion in the printed record of
the heuaring in leu of a personal appearance.
These statements will be given the same full
consideration as though the statement had
been presented in person. In such cases a
minimum of three coples of the statement
should be submitted by a date to be speclfied
later.

Allocation of Time to Witnesses—Because
of the Commitiee's exceedingly heavy legis-
lative schedule, this will limit the total time
available to the Committee in which to con-
duct these proceedings. Thus, to assure fair-
ness to all witnesses and all points of view,
it will be necessary to allocate time to wit-
nesses for the presentation of their direct
oral testimony. Moet witnesses will be limited
to five (6) minutes for their verbal presen-
tation. Exceptions to the rule will be severely
limited and in any case only where broad
national organizations are involved. Also, as
indicated above, it will be necessary to ask
certain witnesses to form panels in order to
further consolidate testimony. If the wit-
ness wishes to present a long and detailed
statement, 1t will be necessary for him to
confine his oral presentation to a summary of
his views while submitting a detalled writ-
ten statement for the Committee’s considera-
tion and for Inclusion In the record of the
hearing.

Contents of Requests to be Heard-—The re-
quest to be heard must contain the following
information, otherwlce delay may result in

4 the proper processing of a request:

(1) the name, address and capacity In
which the witness will appear;

(2) @ list of persons or organizations -the
witness represents and in the case of assa-
clations and organizations their total mem-~
bership and where possible a membership
1ist;

(3) an indication of whether or not the
witness is supporting or opposing any speclfic
proposal or proposals (within the scope of
this phase of the hearing) on which he
desires to testify;

(4) if a witness wishes to make d state-
ment on his owir behalf, he must still never-
theless indicate whether he has any specific
clients who have an Interest in the subject,
or in the alternative, he must Indicate that
he does not represeni any clients having an
interest in the subject he will be discussing:
and

(5) » topical outline or summary of the
comments and recommendations which the
witness proposes to msake.

Submission of Prepared Written State-
ments--With respect to oral testimony, the
rules of the Cominittes require that prepared
statements be submitted to the Committee
office at least 24 hours in advance of the
scheduled appearance of the witness. Sev~
enty-five (75) coples of the written state-
ments would be required in this instance;
and additlonal seventy-five (75) copies may
be submitted for distribution to the press
and the Interested public on the witness’
date of appeararce.

As indicated above, any interested person
or organization may submit & written state-
ment in lleu of a personal appearance for
consideration for inclusion in the printed
record of the hearing. Such statements
should be submitted by a date to be specified
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later, in triplicate. An additional seventy-
five (75) coples of written statements for the
printed record will be accepted for distribu-
tion to the Committee members, the press
and the interested publie if submitted before
the final day of the public hearing.

Format of ALL Written Statements—It will
be necessary that all prepared statements
contain & summary of testimony and recom-
mendations and that throughout the state-
ment 1tselr pertinent subject headings be
used.

Resubmission of Requests to be Heard
Where Requests Already Made—If a prospec=
tive witness has already submitted a request
to be heard on any of the subjects covered
by this hearing, the request should be re-
submitted at this time furnishing the above
information and otherwise conforming to the
rules set forth for conducting this hearing.

LIST A—TOPICE FOR TAX REFORM PACKAGE IN
FIRST PHASE

A. Tax Shelters and Minimum Tax.

1. Mintmum tar.—This category includes
the consideration of the exemption level, the
rate of tax, the allowance of a deduction for
the regular individual or corporate Income
tax, and the possibility of adding other pref-
erence ltems to the base of the tax or alterna-
tively the consideration of a different version
of a minimum tax.

2. Allocation of itemized deductions bhe-
tween taxable and nontaxable income.

3. Tax shelters gencrally.—

a. Real estate—This category includes de-
preciation methods and life (including any
distinction for this purpose between borrow-
ings and equity), recapture rules for excess
depreciation, treatment of interest and taxes
during the construction period, imiting cer-
taln real estate deductions to related income,
ete.

b. Farm operations—This category in-
cludes the treatment of development costs in
the case of fruits and other food products
with long development perlods, the deduction
of farm losses, the so-called hobby loss op-
erations, limiting farm deductions to related
income (perhaps only to the extent nonfarm
income exceeds some level (such as $20,000) ),
limiting deductions on lvestock to the
amount of risk, requiring the gcerual method
of accounting for corporations engaged in
farming, etc.

¢. Natural resources.—This category in-
cludes limiting the deductions for intangible
drilling expenses and development costs on
& property to the amount the taxpayer has
at risk, limiting deductions from intangible
drilling expenses (except in the case of dry
holes) to the related income, recapturing
intangible drilling costs deducted as ordinary
income where the property is subsequently
sold at a gain, ete.

d. Motion picture films and similar prop-
erty ~—This category includes limiting deduc-
tlons for depreciation in motion plcture
films, etc,, to the amount of Income derived
from the investments, and limiting loss de-
ductlons to the amount at risk, etc.

e. Personal property (equipment) leasing.—
This category includes limiting deductions
of depreciation on personal property subject
to & net lease to the income from the prop-
erty, ete.

f. Sports teams (player contracts) ~This
category Includes specifying the portion of
an aggregate amount pald to purchase a team
or group of assets which 1s allocable to player
contracts and applying recapture rules in the
case of player contracts.

g. Tax treatments of limited pariner-
ships~This ineludes considerations involv-
ing the basis for non-recourse loans, requir-
ing certain kinds of limited partnerships
{(and joint ventures) to be taxed as corpora-
tions, ete.

h. Prepaid interest—This category in-
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ily to the functions of the above-named
Intelligence organizations would be re-
ferred to the Joint Committee. We believe
that such a Joint Commitiee would be &
workable way of maintaining effective
. oversight_and control over this crucial
aspect-of Government activity.

We are pleased that the “Report of
the Commission on CIA Activities With-
in the United States” concluded that—

The President should recommend '‘to Con-
gress the establishment of & Joint Commit-
tee on Intelligence to assumeé the oversight
role currently played by the Armed Services
Committees.

While Investigations of the activities
of the Central Intelligence Agency should
and will continue, those investigations

do not detract from the need for a new

permanent oversight mechanism to over-
see all foreign intelligence activities of
the intelligence community. At present

intelligence oversight is fragmented and,

for practical purposes, nonexistent. By
“bringing together in one committee Mem-
bers from both houses—specifically in-
cluding those who serve on International
Relations and Foreign Relations, Armed
Services, and Appropriations—we will be
better able to follow on a continuing basis
what 1s being done by our foreign intel-
ligence apparatus. The committee would
be assured of additional balance by the
provision for appointment by the major-
ity and minority leaders of additional
members from the general membership
of the House and Senate. Through a
Joint Committee on Intelligence Opera-

tions the Congress could keep a tight rein

on the activities not only of the Central
Intelligence Agency, but of all other or-
ganizations engaged in foreign intelli-
gence. I belleve it is essential that this

Congress address itself to this very crlﬁ:l

ical issue.

REVISED COST ESTIMATES FOR
SPECIAL, UNEMPLOYMENT AS-
SISTANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
Wisconsin (Mr. STEIGER) 13
or 5 minutes.

Wisconsin, Mr.
actment of legislation by
provide special unem-

Speaker, the
the Congress

UI program was a

any historical
ojections, the

gram, In the absence
data on which to base

timating techniques. Thes
neficlaries

tion submitted its proposals to the Co )
gress, which I introduced, for extending
this program through calendar year
1976, the Labor Department did not feel

present emergency

that sufficient expellence had been ob-
tained to rewise its original estimates.
The projected\gosts, therefore, for the
extension of the‘program were made un-
der the same assuyaptions. The projected

Subsequent to the infkoduction of this
legislation and its enactment by the Con-
gress, the Department was\provided with
the officlal revised economic\assumptions
by the Office of Management {nd Budget.
In reassessing all of the Deyartment’s
previous estimates, based on\the hew
economie assumptions, it requedted and
recelved approval to revise its projections
for the special Unemployment Assidtance
program. These revislons were sub\fan-
tial and, based upon the current claim
In-take levels, the administration
estimates the benefit cost to be $1.4 b~
Hon for the House-passed SUA progran)
Director Lynn of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget presented these figures
to the Ceongress as a part of the adminis~
tration’s mid-session review of the 1976
budget.

I requested from the Department an
explanation of the changes and I am
taking this opportunity to bring these
revised projections to the attention of
the members of the House since they
represent significant reductions.

There 1s a deep concern, both in the

" Administration and the Congress, that

all workers who are entitled to benefits
under this program be made aware of its
availability. Extensive efforts have been
made by the State Employment Security
Agencies through the news media and
contacts with many interested groups to
insure that knowledge of the program is
widespread. While I am heartened by the

~ fact that projected unemployment is

lower than expected, I remain concerned
that continued efforts be made to insure
adequate dissemination of information
to potential beneficlaries. I am inserting
for the record the history of the work-
loads under this program through the
latest week available, which supports the
Department’s revised projection of ben-
eficlaries and cost.

SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM CLAIMS

. Continued  Cumulative;
Week ending Initial weeks inttial
(1975)— _ claims claimed t claims
5,013 1,724 5,013
18,744 21,764 23,757
36, 567 85,777 60, 324
30, 95 107, 381 91,274
8, 811 12, 045 120, 085
0, 376 136,924 150, 461
3, 610 182, 246 184,071
2,221 79, 334 216,292
30,949 91, 512 247,241
8, 599 93, 978 75, 840
44,196 98, 720 320, 036
41, 057 02, 647 361, 093
28,086 207, 527 389,179
26,433 00, 555 415, 612
, 932 83,472 449, 544
9, 310 181, 505 468, 854
8, 302 180, 670 487, 156
9, 823 75,130 506, 979
27,233 68, 251 634, 212
, 551° 53, 471 580, 763
94, 636 184,278 675, 449

1 Rgpresents insured unemployment 1 week earller,

- each of our colleagues.

‘view 1s taking us.
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THE FUTURE OF COURT-ORDERED
BUSINESS IS UNCERTAIN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from North Carolina (Mr. MARTIN)
is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the future
of court-ordered business is uncerta.in
to say the least.

We have had occasion to reflect on the
shifting sands of sociological scholarship
regarding the impact of court-ordered
school assignments based on racial
ratios. Hopefully, the recent publication
of “second thoughts” iIn academia will
lead to less zeal and more caution on the
part of reform-minded jurists all across
the country.

The problem, however, is broader than
the single controversial issue of forced
busing. The chairman of the Charlotte-
Mecklenburg Board of Education, Mr.
William E. Poe, has had longer direct ex~
perience with that burden than any
other elected official in the United States.
Xet he sees the basic problem as even
Kiore deepseated.

In & recent address before the National -
School Boards Assoclation, he described
the\ growing tendency of the Federal
courts to supplant the day-to-day au-

can always find
tions in the actio
anyone else—and
can bypass the trad
ess by taking thel\ case instead to a
shrewdly selected judge whose views are
known {0 be sympathetic.

The pattern may be ‘s familiar one to
1 any case, Bill
Poe has some importaiht observations
about where this ubiquitdus judicial re-

s of school boards—or
Rave found that they

Read it and wonder.
THE COURTS AS EDUCATIONAL
INTRODUCTION

If these remarks had been prégented just
& few short years ago, It no doubt yould have
been in order to devote a substantiyl amount

PYLICY MAKERS

cowrt declsions to validate the prdposition
that the judiclary—both state and \federal,
but largely federal-—have assumed i

the public schools, the aggressive mar
displayed by many judges in finding and
creeing constitutional principles to be ¥

2t
and School boards may have gone unnoticed
or perhaps unheeded. But no school board
member worthy of the name could fail to
recognize the last decade as one in which
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changes in school law—and more likely than
not, that means school policy as well—have
dominated board meetings, seminars and
conferences, and a good bit of the literature
which arrives in your mail from day to day-—
and not only that, but many a board member
kriows today that when the sheriff or the
marshal arrives with a summons to serve, the
plaintiff who filed the suit may very well be
seeking to invade the pocketbooks of the in-
dividual defendants as well as trying to cor-
rect an alleged constitutional violation.

With the intervention of the courts, we
have moved very rapldly and dramatically
into an era of equal and desegregated edu-
cation for all children hased on the 1954
Brown decision and the numerous cases flow-
ing from it; we have seen students accorded
rights in the very nebulous area of free
speech which few people even dreamed they
had prior to the Tinker decision of 1969;
teachers, refusing to be outdone by their
students, and amply supported by their pro-
fessional organizations, have obtained court
decrees which have protected their jobs with
newly-declared constitutional safeguards, as
in the Roth decision of 1972; the whole struc-
ture of state fnancial support for public
schools is under scrutiny in almost every
state as & result of the Serrano decision in
California and similar decisions by the high-
est courts of many other states; student dis-
ciplinary procedures within the public
schools must be conducted with careful at-
tention to due process rights under the Goss
decision of the United States Supreme Court
on January 22 of this year; and school board
members will expose themselves to civil lia-
bility for monetary damages if In a student
discipline case they know or reasonably
should know that the action they take within
the sphere of thelr official responsiblility will
violate the constitutional rights of the stu-
dent affected, according to the Wood decision
handed down by the Court on February 25 of
this year. Obviously, the end is not yet in
sight.

I. What brought about this era of judicial
policy making in our public schools? Obvi-
ously, s great deal of the credit or the blame
belongs to the lengthy struggle for equal
rights which followed World War II and
reached perhaps Its high water mark in the
Brown decision of 1954. Schools more than
eny other Institution in our society were
seized upon by the advocates of soclal reform
as the most plainly visible and most readily
accessible area of our life for attempts to be
made to break down cultural and social pat-
terns which existed in a great many places
elsewhere but nowhere so obvlously as at
schools. Although numerous lawsuits were
brought around the country with the avowed
purpose of ending racial discrimination in
the public schools, seldom if ever was there
public debate over the issue In any forum
other than the courts. The plaintiffs and
their attorneys hardly ever went to & school
board before filing suit and told the members
that ,in thelr judgment certain constitu-
tional rights of thelr particular group were
being violated and that the board should
take certain suggested steps to remedy the
alleged wrong. Board members, after they
were sued, usually sat around patiently
awaiting the outcome of the last appeal, and
didn't really try to anticipate the decision
by making any changes in their way of doing
things until they were compelled to do so.
By and large local political and civic leaders,
not members of school boards, took a hands
off attitude and hoped that they would never
have to deal with the problem. State leglsla-
tors found themselves embarrassed hecause
of many statuates on the books which they
suspected might be unconstitutional, but
they were frozen into inaction by the poli-
ticlan’s cardinal belief that it is more iImpor-
tant to represent the majority voice of his

constituents than it Aspfﬁ r%u\.tl'seua ?Brr%]e
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sive and sensible idea whose time has finally
come. Senators and Representatives in Wash-
ington never have been able to develop and
to legislate a national policy on school de-
segregation and even todsy are only watch-
ing as courts decree different standards and
prescribe different remedies for school deseg-
regation in city after city across this land.

Suffice it to say at this point that the fed-
eral judges with life tenure on the bench
have proceeded In unrestrained fashion to
dictate policles to school people that few
boards or legislative bodies responsible to
an electorate would be willing to adopt or
-to implement on their own. And because of
the way in which the courts must operate,
the decisions which are ultimately made in
these cases result in there being a “winning"
side and a “losing” side with the losers sus-
taining deep and sometimes costly wounds
which don’t heal overnight. The public at
large, having had no significant role to play
in the battle while 1t is being fought in the
courts almost exclusively by lawyers, sud-
denly finds itself face to face with a newly
decreed policy not subject ta amendment or
repeal through the political and legislative
process which most citizens understand and
upon which they have learned to rely for
fair and sensible treatment.

The recent emphasis on individual rights
in this country has also brought school law
and its concomitant, judge-made school pol-
icy, into the forefront. As far as schools are
concerned, it certainly seems appropriate to
raise the question as to why professional
educators and their policymaking boards of
education aren’t in a better position to de-
termine and administer fair procedures in
regard to student discipline, for example,
than are federal judges. Since there are no
purely oblective standards writteh into the
Constitution or elsewhere, the chances are
extremely good that the treatment accorded
an unruly student will be just as fair to him
if prescribed and administered by the local
authorities closest to him as 1t would be if
prescribed and supervised by the nearest fed-
eral judge—eand it ought to satisfy the Con-
stitution as well.

The Supreme Court of the United States
has seemed to say as much on at least two
occaslons. In Eppersen v. Arkansas, a 1968
decision, the Court stated: “By and large,
public education in our Nation s committed
to the control of state and local authorlties.
Courts do not and cannot intervene in the
resolution of conflicts which arise in the
daily operation of school systems and which
do not directly and sharply implicate basic
constitutional values.” Agein, in Tinker v.
Des Moines School District, in 1969, we find
this statement: “The Court has repeatedly
emphasized the need.for affirming the com-
prehensive suthority of the States and of
schoot officlals, consistent with fundamental
constitutional safeguards, to prescribe and
control conduct in the schools.” Yet, despite
the reaffirmstion of these seemingly funda-
mental principles in very recent cases, the
Court has not been able to resist the tempta-
tion to find basic constitutional rights at
stake in what appear to be rather routine
school and classroom decisions which most
of us have thought that teachers, principals,
and certainly school board members, had
a right to make without fear of being re-
versed in the courts. Many a school official
i8 left to wonder just as did the Supreme
Court when it wrote in the Morrissey v.
Brewer opinion of 1972, “Once it Is deter-
mined that due process applies, the question
remains what process is due.”

II. Why, then, have the courts been so
free and willing to respond to the pleas of
litigants in the area of educational policy
making? I have no hard evidence to hack
up this statement, and it may seem a bit
faceticus to you anyway, but nevertheless,
here
ase

"'..
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honestly consider themselves to be educa-
tional experts—That shouldn’t surprise you
though, because if you have been on your
board for .as long as six months, you are
aware of perhaps the greatest revelation that
comes to all of us who share this office-—
everybody is an expert on schools—why
shouldn’'t judges be? After all, they have
spent from one-third to one-half of their
lives going to one school or another. And
when a school case comes before them they
are generally but secretly delighted. For once
they may deal with something that they
really know about, and they are apt to decree
very substantial changes because they have
known for a long time that there was some-
thing wrong with the schools.

In a more serious vein, though, I am in-
clined to believe that there are two main
reasons why judges have shown such a great
propensity for embroiling themselves in
school controversies in recent years. One of
these reasons lIs that an aggressive, smart
and well-heeled group of advocates has arisen
from the rahks of the ACLU, the Legal De-
fense Fund and the Legal Aid Societies, to
mention only a few of the best known groups
around the country, which are constantly on
the lookout for new ground to Break in the
broad area we sometimes call individual
rights. Some jJudges have been peculiarly
sympathetic to the repeated thrusts of the
lawyers affiliated with these groups into
frontier areas of the law which have been
undisturbed for many years. Frequently, a
new constitutlonal concept is uncovered and
then profoundly proclaimed to have been
there all the time like an uncut and un-
polished diamond lying on the ground
among ordinary stones.

Strangely enough—or maybe it isn’t strange
at all because basically, as a people, we re-
spect the law and abide by 1t—Americans
have on the whole accepted far-reaching ju-
dicial decrees without a real struggle. In
doing so, we have accorded to the courts
of this land imimense prestige and power that
is today challenging—and to some extent in-
timidating—all other forms of power in our

overnment. Underneath those black robes,
wdges are human belngs, and as such they
couldn’'t help but enjoy the position they
have come to occupy in our way of life. The
real question is how long can the rest of
us enjoy it too. R

III. Let's take a look for a few moments
at some of the resulis of judicial policy-mak-
ing in public education.

A. We have already mentioned the Brown
decision and its mandate for desegregation
of the schools. Profound changes have oC-
curred and are still taking place as a result
of this decision which asbruptly changed a
national policy the Supreme Court itself had
enunciated 58 years earlier In its history.
Perhaps in its own good time, the political
mechanism of this country could have made
the shift in policy, but it could not have
ocome s00n enough to prevent many thou-
sands of children from suffering the ravages
of unequal educational opportunity. It took
another decade, but Congress did follow the
lead of the Court by adopting a Civil Rights
Act that seemed to put it back in the driver's
seat insofar as policy-making in this area of
the law was concerned, But the courts haven't
relented in thelr assault on the traditional’
policy-making mechanisms of our govern-
ment or relinquished any of their new-found
power. If anything, they seem inclined to
stake out for themselves clalms to more gran-
diose authority with each day that passes.
Obviously, it is true that we have a need for
an appropriate blending of the judicial and
legislative pollcy-making functions, but just
as obviously, it seems to me, the legislative
branch with its members directly responsive
{0 the electorate ought by all means to have
the dominant role.
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corrected and that the date be Jan-
uary 31, 1976, )

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was 1o objection.

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? - ;

Mr. BOLLING. I yiecld to the gentle-
man from Maryland. i

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, since this
resolution comes out of the Committee
on Rules, I will take this time to ask a
question about section 7.

That section says that the expenses of
the select committee created by this
resolution shall not exceed $750,000. In
section 10, further language appears
reading—

Unexpended funds authorized for the use
of the Select Committee under H. Res. 138,

et cetera, shall be transferred to the
newly created committee. . ;

I ralse the questions whether these
provisions in effect, are doubling the
money to be expended. I understand
that there is about $725,000 remaining
from the old, or about to be former com-
mittee, If that is the will of the House.
My question is will these two sums be
added together for this new committee

s

stitute to abolish, but at this time I have
no reservation on the rule as presented.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, but I reserve the balance of my
time. :
Mr.. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous question on the resolution.
The previous question was ordered. -
The Resolution was agreed to.
A>motion to reconsider was laid on the
table,

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE
SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
make a statement relative to a request
made by the gentleman from Missourl
while House Resolution 596, the rule for
the consideration of House Resolution
591, was under consideration in the
House. The Chalr entertained a request
to make a technical correction in House
Resolution 591. The resolution establish-
ing a Select Committee on Intelligence,
because the Chair understood that the
request was being made to correct an
error in the rule itself,

The Chair must state that the request

to correct House Resolution 591 was not

made at the proper point in the proceed-
ings. However, the error in House Reso-

granting nearly $1,400,000. That wouliﬂwﬁgl may be corrected at a later

be enough to impeach a President.

Mr, BOLLING. We have checked thig
out very carefully, that the limitatipn of
the new committee ig three-quartdrs of
a million dollars, $750,000, including any
money from any other source. In $ther
words, this is not a duplication. THis is

a limitation which is identical the
original limitation, and there -no
duplication. '

~ Mr. BAUMAN. I thank the gent@®man
for that welcome assurance.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I riferve
the balance of my time. )

- Mr, QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, IRvield
myself as much time as I may usd

(Mr. QUILLEN asked and was iven
bermission to revise and exte his
remarks.) :

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker® the
gentleman from Missourl (Mr, Bofl.vg)
has explained the provisions of t}# res-
olution. I voted against the resd jution
In the Rules Committee, althoug® this
evening I see no objection to this¥louse
debating the resolution abolishi®: the
Select Commitee on Intelligenc§ and
considering the amendment of the

gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BOLLING) .

When we finish general debate on the
Bolling resolution, I shall ask the
Speaker’s permission to offer my amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute to
clearly and definitely abolish the Select
Committee on Intelligence, feeling that
- there have already been enough investi~
gatlons made of the CIA.

The Rockefeller Commission has
made its report. The Church Committes
in the Senate now has the CIA under
full investigation. I see.no reason that
this House should create a Select Com-
mittee or speclal committee for further
consideration and further investigation
of this agency of the government.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I shall offer

ah amendment in the nature of a sub-

t in the proceedings on that resolu-
tion. ;

ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMIT-
TEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the resolution (H. Res. 591) establish-
ing a Select Committee on Intelligence.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Missourl (Mr. BoLLING).

The motion was agreed to.

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con=
sideration of the resolution House Reso-
lution 591, with Mr. Evans of Colorado in
the Chair.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. .

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the resolution was dispensed with,

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
gentleman from Missourl (Mr. BoLLING)
will be recognized for 1 hour, and the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. QUIL=
LEN) will be recognized for 1 hour.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Missourl.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

(Mr, BOLLING asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I know
that the members of the committee are
tired, that this is a bad night, and that
the prospect of having 2 hours of general
debate on any subject would be rather
hard on most Members. But this matter
s being brought up now, as I tried to

H 6755

state, simply because there really is no
other time on the schedule when it can
be handled between now and August 1.

Mr. Chairman, the proposal that is
before us probably does not really suit
anybody. It grows out of a very, very
complicated situation, which I am not
even going to atempt to judge. I do not
believe that anybody is all right in this
situation or that anybody is all wrong
in the situation. I do believe that it is
incumbent upon the Members of the
House of Representatives and the House
as a whole to deal with this situation.

The Committee on Rules, after a con-
siderable amount of thought and a con-
siderable amount of delay, not unani<
mously, but by a two to one vote, decided
that this was -the best way it could figure
out to come up with a recommendation
that the whole House might accept, a
recommehdation that would change the
situation within the Select Committee on
Intelligence enough so that it might get
off dead center.

It clearly probably will please no one,
it probably is not s perfect solution be-
cause there is no perfect solution to this
particular problem. But it does represent
a solution that might work after months
of effective inaction. .

Mr. Chairman, I am not the least bit
interested in who is at fault. It seems to
me that this committee should have an
opportunity to see if it can organize itself
and function, and the only way we could
see to come together in the Committee on
Rules was to reestablish the committea
with 13 meinbers and abolish the old one
so that the matter could be started again.

For all I know, the House will turn this
down. For all I know, if it does not turn
it down and it succeeds, the whole at-
tempt may fail. But nobody came up with
a solution that seemed to have as much
possibility of success as this compromise
on top of & compromise on top of a com-~
promise.

The attempt is to make it possible for
the House of Representatives to have a
Select Committee on Intelligence with a
broad jurisdiction which can carry for-
ward to a conclusion the work that has
not gone forward for & number of
months. That is the only purpose. The
Members will notice that I am trying very
hard to leave everybody involved ouf of
it. I am reasonably sure that that will
not be a total success, but as far as I am
concerned I have stated accurately my
reason for making the motion, the rea~
son of the Committee on Rules for pass=-
ing the motion.

I believe that this is the best way that
we can proceed to try to proceed with
this particular matter.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I will be glad to yleld
to the gentlewoman.

Ms. ABZUG. I thank the gentleman
for ylelding. Mr. Chairman, it is very
difficult to conduct a debate on a bill in
this fashion, because what the gentleman
is bringing before this House is a bill
which merely establishes a Select Com~
mittee on Intelligence to conduct an in-
quiry into the organization, operation
and oversight of the intelligence com-
munity,
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The only difference between this reso-
lution, from a quick reading of it, and
the resolution previously before us Is
that 1t provides for an additfonal three
members.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gen-
tleman from Missourt (Mr. BoLLING) has
expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 additional minutes,

Ms, ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield further, could he, there-~
fore, please explain on what basis we
should agree to this resolution, adopt this
committee, and abolish another commit-
tee without the gentleman addressing
himself to the merits?

Mr. BOLLING, Mr. Chairman, I will
})e glad to. I will repeat what I said be-
ore.

As far as I am concerned, the only
merit which should concern the House is
not & question of conflict of individuals,
if there was one, and not the difficulty in
organizing the old committee, as there
was one, but the fact that the House
seems to have a Select Committee on In-
telligence. As far as T am concerned, this
is the closest that anybody has come to
a suggestion as to how we can have a Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence which will
organize and function.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr, Chairman, the diffi-
culty I have with that is this: There are
quite evidently members on that commit-
tee who do wish a vigorous investigation
of the CIA. T can only assume that by a
proposal which seeks to constitute a dif-
ferent committee, obviously the gentle-
man wishes to place new and other mem-
Bers on this committee. What the gentle-
man is suggesting in this resolution is
that we should have a new committee
composed of new members, without say-
ing why that should be done. I think the
real problem on this commitiee has been
that there have been those who have
been seeking a vigorous investigation of
the €IA. And frankly—and I think it is
about. time we discussed this issue frank-
ly—-there was an unwillingness to pro-
ceed i that fashion on the part of the
chairmanship of this committee.

1, therefare, think that i we are inter-
ested, as we must be, because of the im-
portent revelations that have come for-
ward to date of the illegal activities of
the CIA, inm a vigorous investigation of
the CIA, we should not agree to a resolu-
tion which appears to have an intention:
to replace members on the commitiee
who are vigorously interested in investi-
gating with those who may very well not
be so interested:

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen~
tleman from Missauri (Mr. Borrineg) has
again expired. :

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 additional minutes, and I will
not additionally to the gentlewomarn
from New York during those 2 minubes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
BOLLING) . :

Mpr: BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I ang
delighted that the gentlewaman” from
New York (Ms. Argue) has intervened
ag ghe has.

That, in my judgment, is not the issue.
If the gentlewoman wishes to put that
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constraction on this matter, it is her
privilege. My view of the raatter is that
there was no investigation of anything
for about 6 months, For whatever reason,
I cannot say, and the gentlewoman is
just as competent as I to-say.

T think what the House wants Is an
investigation that goes forward. The only
way I can see to get an Investigation that
will go . forward vigorously and to do
what the mandate of the resolution calls
for is to have a new commlittee.

Mr, RHODES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to my friend,
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
Ruopes), the minority leader.

Mr. RHODES. Mi. Chairman, I am
just a bit mystified as to the magic of the
number, 13. As far as I can tell, the only
difference between the committee to be
established by the resolution and the
previous committee is the difference in
the membership of the committee, the
change in membership from 10 to 13. 1
would just be interested in having some
explanation as to why there is the differ-
ence.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chatrman, I do
not think there is any magic in the num-
ber 13. Some members of the Commit-
tee on Rules thought seven members
might be a good Idea; some thought that
10 members might be a good idea.

This resolution, as did the previous
one, leaves to the Speaker the right or
the responsibility to appoint. In effect
that means that he will appoint nine,
and the minority leader will recommend
and the Speaker will appoint four. What
this does is give the Speaker, the ap-
pointing authority, additional flexibiility
as to personalities and numbers, and I
hope it will be helpful in that respect.

Mr, RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. QUILLEN, Mt. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

(Mr. QUILLEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
maxrks.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, we are
here this evening debating a resolutior
to reconstitute the Select Committee on
Intelligence of the House with 13 mem-
bers instead of 10, giving the Speaker
authority to appoint these members, as is
usual under the rules of the House.

The House created a Seleet Commiitee
on Intelligence in good faith at the be-
ginning of this sessiom of the Congress.
The members were appointed. Because
of dismgreement within their own ranks,
ne investization has been made; and as
a result, the House haa suffered the con-
sequences in the media. throughout the
country. Leaks have occurred, and I cer-
tainly do not infer that the appointed
members of the select committee are re-
sponsible. However, if we pick up the
newspapers, there is talk about leaks
concerning the CIA involving the White
House and even involving the Congress of
tho United States.

The Rockefeller Commission appointed
by the President made a full and honest
effort for an bavestigatiom of the CIA,
and made a full report, leaving out the
details of alleged assassination plots. The
Church committee created by the Senate,
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however, now has a full Investigation
underway of the CIA, while in the House
here, after 6 months have elapsed, there
has been no gction whatsoever.

What assurance do we have if 13 Mem-
bers are appointed that anything mean-
ingful will come forth? The major focus
has been on the CIA, but I wonder
whether the Members of this ~House
fully realize what the Select Committee
on Intelligence really is authorized to
delve into?

Let me repeat, the resolution that we
passed here some 6 months ago gives this
committee authority to investigate the
National Security Council, the U.S. In-
telligence Board, the President’s Foreign
Intelligence Advisory Board, the CIA, the
Defense Intélligence Agency, the intel-
ligence compornents of the Department
of Army, Navy, and Air Force, the Na-
tienal Security Agency, the Intelligence
and Research Bureau of the Department
of State, the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, the Department of the Treasury,
and the Department of Justice, the
Energy Research and Development Ad-
ministration, and any other instrumen-
talities of the WU.S. Government engaged
in: or otherwise responsible for intel-
ligence operations in the United States
and abroad.

My colleagues, what have we done? If
we reconstitute this select committee; we
have given the members of this commit-~
tee an official license to go on a witch-
hunt and do whateéver they like.

I think that investigations are im-
portant, but they should not be unneces—
sary duplication. I would like to see us.
this evening abolish this select committee
without the creation of another, and
then with due deliberation, after a few
days, after committee hearings, do what~
ever i necessary to recreate amother
committee, possibly in conjunction with
the Senate.

I say tonight, when we go into the
amendment stage on Wednesday, that I
shall offer an amendment to abolish the
select committee and do away with it al-
together. I think this House would stand
nuch taller as a unit if we could ac-
camplish that. )

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, T yield
3 minutes to the gentleman frem Mis-
gissippi (Mr. MoxTcomMERY) for the pur-
pose of speaking out of order.

¢By unanimous consent, Mgp. MoNT-
comErRy was allowed to speak out of
order.)

TO ESTABLISH A SELECT COMMITTEE ON POWS
AND MIAS

Mr. MONTGOMERY asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman,
I thank the Chairman, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. BorLing), for giving
me this opportunity.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to talk
briefly and I think that the subject I
will mention does refer to this issue being
debated tonight.

Tir March of this year, Mr. Chairman,
T and other members introduced a reso-
Tution pertaining to the missing in ac-
tion, setiting up a House select committes
to try and find out some up-to-date re-
port on the 37 Americans. still classified
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as POW’s, the 980 Americans classified
as missing in action, and the 1,100 Amer-~
icans missing in action, but whose bodles
have never been recovered,

Mr. Chairman, I am not standing here
criticizing the Committee on Rules, or its
Chairman. I think they have been fair
to me and to the authors of this resolu-
tion, but I would like to point out that
over 270 Members of the House of Rep-~
resentatives have signed this resolution
asking that a select committee be estab-
lished. .

We have gone before our Committee
on Rules. Since I have been before the
Committee on Rules, this Committee has
reported out a joint select committee for
the Bicentennial, which I think is cer-
tainly necessary. We are also now. talking
about another intelligence committee
which has also been voted out by the
Committee on Rules.

As I see it, Mr. Chairman, there is a
new ballgame in Southeast Asia. In my
opinion, if we could get some interna-
tional group to go to these crash sites,
and If we could show some interest back
in the United States by setting up this
select committee, that the House of Rep-
resentatives does care and this commit-
tee is formed; I truly believe we can
come up with some type of finalization,
some type of asnwers on the missing in
action. This will bring some comifort to
the loved ones that Congress has not for-
gotten its brave men. )

I have talked to the Speaker of the

House, and there is a possibility that we
could find space for this select commit-
tee. The commission does not need a hig
staff, but Mr, Chairman, I assure you
we would go to work at once if given the
chance. It just seems to me that if we
were ever going to arrive at any type of
final announcement on the missing in
‘action and the American bodles that
should be brought home for proper burial
that we do need this select committee to
show the North Vietnamese that these
Americans have not been forgotten.

Mrs., FENWICK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONTGOMERY. I will be glad to
yield to the gentlewoman from New
Jersey. )

(Mrs. FENWICK asked and was glven
permission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs, FENWICK. Mr. Chairmsn, I
thank the gentleman from Mississippl
for yielding to me. I would like to as-
sociate myself with the gentleman’s re-
marks, and express my support for his
opinions and his conclusions.

Mr, MONTGOMERY. Mr, Chairman,
I thank the gentlewoman.

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yleld to the
gentleman from New York.

(Mr. OTTINGER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr., OTTINGER. Mr. Chairman, I
certainly applaud the gentleman from
Mississippl for his leadership on this
very important issue. I just think that
the State Department has neglected tak-
ing action on this, and it is up to us to
provide the initiative, I certainly join the
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gentleman from Mississippl in his efforts,
and hope that the Committee on Rules
and the leadership of the House will sup-
port the gentleman’s efforts.
. Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman very much.

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? =

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentlewoman from Loulsiana.

(Mrs. BOGGS asked and was given
permission to-revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, I fully.

support the suggestions made by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr, MonT-
GOMERY) and commend the gentleman for
bringing this before this body at- this
time. )

I would like to say to this body per-
sonally that when Hale disappeared that
the families of the MIA’s and the POW’s
were the most supportive in our efforts
to try to locate him, and also the body
of the late Nick Begich.

I think that we owe all of those fami-
lies the same consideration that they
showed to us under similar circum-
stances. -

Mr. - MONTGOMERY. I thank the
gentlewoman.

Mr, GUYER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

(Mr. GUYER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GUYER. Mr., Chairman, as one
who has tried to work closely with the
families of those missing in action and
the prisoners of war, I share in their
heartache, because there have been
times when they thought that nobody
cared.

We have appealed and worked

through two Secretaries of State and two.

Presidents. It is difficult to go from the
Defense Department to the State De-
partment and back again,

As the gentleman from Mississippi
knows, we have also sent a personal let-~
ter to the Prime Minister of North Viet-
nam to appeal to their authorities to see
if we could find a way to get to those
that we have been told have been seen.

In my State of Ohlo we still have 58
unaccounted for, and seven of them are
supposed to be living. Holding back in-~
formation by those who hold such pris-
oners is a well-known fact, even to the
extent in Russia, where they found in
Siberia some prisohers who had been
left over from World War II. They have
every reason to believe that there are
those still alive over in those sites. But
we have & moral obligation for a full
accounting. I join the gentleman not
only as a cosponsor but as one who ap-
plauds this effort today.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the gen=-
tleman, and I certainly hope that the
Committee on Rules will take action en
this: resolution. I apologize for speaking
out of order, and I apologize for sitting
down; but, as the chairman knows, I
slightly injured my neck a few days ago.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. QUILLEN., Mr. Chairman, I yield
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5 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. ANDERSON) . :
(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and

_ was given permission to revise and ex-

tend his remarks.)

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinols. Mr. Chair-
man, I think that the distinguished
gentlewoman from New York, with her .
usual forthrightness and candor, has
correctly stated the issue when she has
suggested that the essential defect in
House Resolution 591 is that it simply
would have the effect of changing the
personnel on an existing committee.
Frankly, I take a somewhat different
view from my cherished colleague of the
House Committee on Rules, the gentle~
man from Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN) who
would simply seek to abolish the present
committee,

That committee, frankly, has been
something of an embarrassment to-the
House, and I do not say that out of dis-
respect for any of the present members
of that committee, but an embarrass-
ment only in the sense that it has failed
to function and that it has given the ap-
pearance somehow that the House was
less effective as a body and as an institu-
tion in carrying out a sensitive investiga~
tion of the intelligence community than
the other body.

I, for one, do not believe that we are
any less capable than they in pursuing
the very, very important matters that are
germane to an. investigation of that
kind. But, as the gentleman from Mis-
souri has said—and he 1s my friend, and
I respect him highly, and I realize that
in good faith he has diligently sought to
achieve a comprimse—he very modestly
himself has suggested that it is a com-
promise on a compromise on & com-
promise that may please nobody. In

‘effect I think maybe that is what he has

succeeded in doing—coming up with a
resolution that really does not please
anyone very much. But I do not think
that is a very good reason for adopting
a compromise, particularly when we
have a viable alternative.

So I take this time to tell the mem-
bers of the commitiee that at the appro-
priate time when this bill is read under
the 5-minute rule, I will propose an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
which I think would have two objectives.
It would serve the twin objectives of,
first of all, dissolving the present select
committee, because I am satisflied—and,
indeed, I think most Members of this
body are—that somehow, at least as pre-
sently constituted, that committee can-
not usefully serve the purpose of in-
vestigating the intelligence community.

But I would go further than that. I
would go further than simply reconsti-
tuting the present committee with a
somewhat larger membership and pave
the way for the creation of a permanent
Joint Committee on Intelligence Over-
sight, thereby demonstrating to the na-
tion that we in the House have the
ability, have the acumen, if you wil, to
do what has already been recommended
by the Rockefeller Commission on the
CIA. It has already been recommended
by the Murphy Commission on the
Reorganization of the Conduct of For-
eign Policy by the execufive branch. It
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undoubtedly is going to be recommended
by the Senate committee, the so-called
Church committee, and any committee
that we establish in this body would
come in with a set of final recommenda-
tions, I am sure, and recommend that we
establish a continuing body, a joint com-
mittee with the Senate, to provide for
continuing oversight of the intelligence
community.

So why should we wait? Why should
we not he the first in this body to strike
& blow for whal i1s really needed and
what has been needed for more than
10 years? I proposed a bill of that kind
10 years ago. Many Members of this
body—I think more than 50 of them—
joined in January of this year—the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BiesTER) who is here in the chamber,
provided leadership—in the caunse of
trying to establish a Joint Committee
on Intelligence.

So what I simply propose is & resolu-
tlon that would work as follows: First, it
would abolish the present Select Com-
mittee; second, it would transfer the
documents of that committee to the Clerk
of the House. Then it would provide that
as gsoon as the House has acted on a
measure to create a permanent joint
committee, the House Members wotld
immediately be appointed as an interim
ad hoc committee of this Hosue to com-
plete the intelligence inquiry that was
begun by the present select committee,
and they would be allowed the staff and
the funds that were originally provided
wnder House Resolution 138.

Let me say I want to underscore the
fact that it would be my intention to
proceed very expeditiously with the sec-
ond state of this two-stage proceeding,
to proceed with the resolution to ereate
the joint committee. And, as my collea-
gues on the Rules Committee know, when
¥ralsed this matter in the Rules Commit-
tee earlier this week, the distinguished
chafrman of that commitiee assured me
that at the very earliest convenience of
the committee he would Be omly too
Iappy to-convene the committee to con-
ducet a hearing not only on the resolu-
tion which I heve sponsored but which
many other Members in this bedy also
have cosponsored to set up such a joint
committee on continuing oversight of the
intelligence commaunity.

Let us not take the action here of just
achieving the very. imited objective of
gbolishing the present committee so that
it will be possible apparently to remove
some of the members of that committee
to break the impasse that now governs
its deliberations. It seems to me that is
the kind of game of muscial chairs where
we add more chairs for players to march
in ever-widening circles.

We ought to be interested in striking
new ground. I have no quarrels with the
members of the present comnrittee. I do
naot want to be a party to some maneuver
or device either to make it easier to dump
them mmceremoniously or submerge them
nto a larger group so that somehow
through the leavening influence of five
new members we are going to make them
easlerto deal with.,

That is not going to achieve my pur-
pose here this evening. I want fo achieve

something real and genuine, something
that will prove this House had the fore-
sight to act first in creating an ongoing
joint committee that will provide the
future supervision of the CIA and the
intelligence community that will avoid
some of the egregious examples, some of
the horrors that we have seen of the mis~
management of that community as re-
vealed in the press recently.

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield to:
the gentleman from C'alifornia.

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from
THinois for yielding.

T will admit it was one of the purposes
of establishing the select commitee and
one of the mandates of the select com-
mittee to make recommendations in its
final report to the House of Representa-
tives. The gentleman by this process he
suggests will bypass orne of the mandates,
which is to make that recommendation to
the House.

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I said
earlier, I will say to the gentleman from
California, that I feel it is absolutely
inevitable that any select committee,
whether it be of 10 or 13 or any other
number of members, is going to come in
with this recommendation. I feel certain
the committee and the body is zoing to
come up with this recommendation. Why
therefore, in view of the fact that two
Commniissions have already made similar
recommendations, should we wait? Why
defer action if we can enjoy the double
advantage of having House members of
that committee serve here now as mcm-
berd of the interim ad hoc group work-~
ing on this subjeet and still be in the
vanguard of that joint committee we so
desperately need? It seems to me we
achieve two objectives in that case. We
would avoidl the eharge that somehow
we have attempted to paper over these
differences and sweep under the rug the
necessity for investigation, but at the
same time we take the permanent action
that 1s what I think we really want to
see come out of this whole process.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chajrman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from '.mi-
nois (Mr. M¢cCLORY).

(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) )

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, I am
certain that the Members will appreci-
ate it if I do not consume my full I0
minutes; however, I do want to respond
to some of the statements that have been
made here already and to state very
emphatically that I feel that this reso-
lution shouwld be adopted. As the ranking
Republican on the commitiee, I want
to assure the Members. that as far as T
am concerned and, as far as our side is
concerned; we have been willing and
anxious to proceed without any delay
ever since the committee was created
and the frustrations have resulted from
the difficulties which seem to be experi-
enced on the majority side.

First of all, I want to reject any
thought that any Members do not want
to econduct a vigorous investigation of
the CIA. In addition, I would like to

-
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point out that we are charged witl in-
vestigating the entire intelligence com-
munity, all of the agencies, and the reso-
lution names twelve. And, we should
name three more, because they talk
ghout the Defense Intelligence Agency,
whichh means the Army, Navy and the
Air Force.

In arder to get at this subject, it seems
to nie that we have to recognize how
complex the intelligence community is.
and the genuine job that this House of
Representatives has to undertake and to
accomplish through getting some kind
of coordination, some kind of order,
some kind of elimination of duplication
of the intelligence activities that are
presently authorized and are being car-
ried on.

Now, it should be of interest to the
Members to determine, first of all, the
total costs of our intelligence agencies.
No one can tell us what our intelligence
activities cost. As a matter of fact, the
legislation . itself prohibits the publica-
tion of the cost of operating the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. Nevertheless,
it seems to me that there should be au-
thority and this committee should have
thre opportunity to determine what the
total costs of these various intelligence
programs are.

While the Rockefeller Commission
has concentrated pretty much on do-
mestic activities and abuses of the CIA
operating in this country, and the
Church Commitee seems to be concen-
trating on overseas activities of the
CIA, there is no committee which seems
to be taking care of all these other in-
telligence activities which hiave been de-
seribed and which the Members may
study in a Congressional Research Serv-
ices Report.

Now, I think it would be an abdication
of our authority and I think it would
be a sad mistake for us to decide here
and now that we are going to put any
reconstituted Select Committee on In-
telligence out of business if a Joint Com-
mittee is agreed upon ab & later date by
the House and Senate. I agree with the
gentleman from California—Mr. Ep-
waARDS—who suggests that this should be
one of the ultimate goals. This is one of
the recommendations of the Rockefeller
Comnrission. It undoubtedly will be a rec-
ommendation of the Church Commis-
sion. It will be a recommendation of this
House select committee, but we have
not decided yet what structure this Joint
Committee should have, and what, its
role should be. All these things should be
determined by the House select com-

- mittee.

Now, the abolition of the House com-
mittee would be, it seems to me, a rejec-
tion of ‘the responsibility which the
House has. Insofar as oversight is con-
cerned, Woodrow Wilson said that “The
informing function of the Congress
should be preferred before its Iegisla-
tive function.” So, it seems. to me when
we are considering the oversight func-
tion of this House with regard to all the
intelligence agencies, to go into the sub-
jeet of duplications, abuses of authority
and illegal actions, and also to take into
consideration the deprival of the con-
stitutional rights of American citizens
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who have heen abused or who have been
taken advantage of by these abuses or
by illegal actions, that is a function this
House should undertake proudly,
thoroughly and completely.

I am hoping that with the new Mem-

bership that is being recommended can
provide the kind of workable commit-
tee that I would like to see established
here. I know that on our side of the
alsle we are ready and willing to go
ahead right now. We have been and we
have performed our duties to the extent
that we have been able. Our frustra-
tlons result from the disagreements
which have occurred because of persoh-
ality conflicts among Members on the
majority side. While the conflicts do not
directly concern me as a Republiean,
but which do cencern this Congress and
which should be resolved and would ap-
pear to be resolved by this sesolution.
. I am hopeful that we do not say that
because somebody else is performing an
investigative function that we are not
going to assume what I regard as our
rightful role and our rightful preroga-
tive and responsibility.

I hope also that we are not going to
place ourselves in a position where we
would be out of business provitled sud-
. denly the Senate takes action with re-
- pect to acquiescing in a joint committee.
mittee.

I am positive that we can do—nat a
sensational job—but a responsible job
which needs to be done with respect to
our numerous intelligence hgencies.

‘We can help to coordinate them and
thus bring order out of this chaos for the
benefit of the American people and the
American taxpayer.

Mr. Chairman, as the ranking minor-
ity member of the current Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, I am in strong
support of House Resolution 591,

The need for an independent House
Investigation of the intelligence com-
munity has been clearly established. My
work in: the investigation to date under
the present structure has_convinced me
that the House has a compeling and
lmmediate responsibility to assure the
American people that their elected rep-
resentatives are condueting -effective
oversight of the U.S. intelligence agen-
cles and that the people’s constitutional
rights are not being abused or violated
by their own Gavernment,

-The present select committee was tak-
ing responsible action to fulfill this duty
when conflicts on the majority side
caused a stalemate which frustrated fur-
ther investigation. In this regard, let me
stress that the problem with the current
select committee is not its mandate; it is
its membership—and the seemingly ir-
reconcilable personal conflicts which
have arisen. -

Mr. Chairman, as a Member of this
House, I say that it is intolerable that
this legitimate congressional inquiry
should be frustrated. The question which
the House must resolve today is whether
i will press forward with its duty to in-
quire or whether it will allow personality
conilicts to defeat it in one of its most
Important areas of responsibility. Under
the oath of office which we all have

b
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taken, there can anly be one respensible
course of action, at this time. .

We ought te promptly enact House
Resolution 591 without amendment—to
allow this impartant and legitimate in-
vestigation to proceed expeditiously to
meet. its mandate. As I have said before,
the real problem of the current select
committee did mot concern the scope of
its jurisdiction; it did not concern the
size of the committee——it had to do
specifically and exclusively with con-
flicts on the majority side.

Therefore, it is not appropriate or
necessary to severely restrict the scope of
the committee’s jurisdiction-—and it is
certainly improper and incorrect to sug-
gest that the select committee ought to
be abolished and the entire inquiry aban-
doned. The proper course, the respon-
sible course, and the course most in keep-
ing with our duties as Members of Con-
gress is to pass this resolution reeonsti-
tuting the membership of the select com-
mittee—so that its vitally necessary work
can go forward.

Mr. Chairman, I should like to respond
to allegations that the select committee
will only be duplicating work already
completed by the Rockefeller Commission
or already begun by the Senate select
committee. Indeed, the Rockefeller Com-
mission has issued a very helpful report
on the CIA within its mandate—but as
we all recall, this investigation was linked
to the domestic. activities of this one
agency. The Senate’s study, on the other
hand, appears to be concentrating pri-
marily upon the CIA activities over-
seas and does not appear to be an over-
view of the entire intelligence commu-
nity. .

It is the duty of the House to insure
that -a responsible reasoned overview of
the various intelligence agencies is un-
dertaken. At this point we do not even
know the amount of money spent on
the gathering ard dissemination of
foreign and domestic intelligence. In
order to be responsible on appropriations
measures, we need to ascertain whether
there is any duplication or waste in the
activities of this necessary effort. Con-
tinuing this investigation will allow us
to honestly say that we understand and
are monitoring this complex operation.

In order to study the use, dissemina-
tion, and collection of intelligence most
effectively, congressional investigators
must have the jurisdiction to transcend
traditional agency boundaries. To under-
stand the extent to which coordination
and efficlency problems exist, a study
restricted to the Central Intelligence
Agency alone will obviously not suffice.
Not only does there appear to be a lack
of substantive coordination, but there
also seems to be a virtually complete ab-
sence of financial coordination within
the intelligence community.

The American taxpayer is entitled to
feel confldent that his dollars are spent
not only in accordance with the law, but
also in the most efficient manner pos-

sible. It is the responsibility of this

House to assure the American people
that duplication and unnecessary waste
of manpower and resources do not per-
meate our intelligence services.

While no particular agency is on trial,
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a study of only a limited aspect of our
vast intelligence network will not serve
to enlighten the public as to the valuable
servicess provided by the dedicated
agents and law enfercement personnel
which make up the community.

Mr, Chairman, I should also like to ad-
dress myself briefly ta the amendment
to be offered by my friend from Ilinois
(Mr. ANDERSON) . The gentleman’s inten-~
tions are commendsable, and I feel cer-
tain that one ultimate recommendation
of any examination of congressional
oversight capabilities will be the creation
of a Joint Committee on Intelligence,
but I believe that this amendment ought
to be opposed at this time.

First of all, as a practical matter, the
gentleman’s amendment is structured so
that there is an unacceptable time lag
between the abolition of the current in-
vestigation and the establishment of any -
ad hoc committee which the gentleman
envisions. More importantly, we need $o
improve our understanding of the way
which the intelligence agencies actually
function—before we will know what is
the best way of structuring an effective
joint committee. There is virtually
unanimous agreement on the need for a
permanent Joint Committee for Intel-
ligence Oversight—but no one has eom-
ducted an In-depth study of various.
alternative ways of structuring sueh a
joint committee—and this task, to my
mind, is one of the areas in which a re-
constituted select committee can make
a most valuable contribution. Let a new
select commitiee study this important
issue until the end of this year—then let
us join with the Senate upon completion
of its separate investigation in estab-
lishing a joint committee in its most
reasonable and effective form.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
8 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
man from California (Mr. Derrums).

(Mr. DELLUMS asked and was given
permission to revige and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to this resolution. I am
presently a member of the Special Select
Committee on Intelligence. I songht this
assignment; I coveted this assignment. I
see it as perhaps my most responsive,
most important responsibility in the 4%
years I have been in the U.S. Congress.
To investigate the allegations of law vio-
lations and erime on the part of any gov-
ernmental agency is extraordinarily and
awsomely important. )

The assignment of this particular com-
mittee, it seems to me, requires greatness

-in this House, not mediocrity, not petty

devisive issues that would tend not to

. allow us to function. I want very much to

continue on this job. As the Members will

find moving through the debate, virtually

every single member of this committee

wants to, has always wanted to, presently

wants to, go forward with an aggressive

investigation, with integrity and intelli-
gence, with principle and profession-

alism. \

So, what then is the question? If I can
have the attention of the Members for
just a few moments, the question that we
must raise is, why are we taking this ac-
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tion today? First, is it to abolish the en-
tire investigation? I am pleased that the
Rules Committee has not reported out a
resolution to abolish the entire investiga-
tion. I am pleased to believe that the
overwhelming majority of the Members
of this Congress are not willing to destroy
or end an entire investigation.

There are issues, problems, charges,
abuses, allegations that we constitu-
tionally, emotionally, intellectually, and
politically must address ourselves to.
That is our charge. The Constitution
says the Congress shall make and oversee
laws, so this is our responsibility.

So, sbollshing the entire investigation
cannot be the purpose of this resolution.
I am pleased with that. What, then, is
the reason? Is it to punish or otherwise
penalize the majority of us presently on
the committee? For what reason? What
are the charges? I would remind my col-
leagues that this is ostensibly a nation of
laws; this is ostensibly a democracy.
This is a nation where our judicial sys-
tem is based upon the assumption of
innocence.

What are they charging the members
of this committee with? Are they charg-
ing us with exercising our judgment in
the first instance? To that charge I plead
guilty. What was the judgment that I
and the majority of the committee made?
One day, the New York Times reported
in an article that Mr. Colby, Director of
the CIA, in direct response to a question
of the Church committee—

Have you ever given this information, al-
legations of violations on the part of the
Intelligence community, to Members of Con-
gress?”

He responded in the affirmative and
said:

Yes, I gave it to the present Chalrperson
of the Select Committee, the gentleman from
Michigan.,

The judgment we exercised was to sim-
ply say that if one of our members, the
chairperson, had prior knowledge of
even the allegation of murder as an in-
strument of foreign policy, that that
should be repugnant to all of us and, this
is the House of Representatives; no one
person has the right to speak for us all.
This is & group-oriented process with
rather clearly defined procedures—sub-
committee, full committee, Democratic
and Republican caucus, steering com-
mittee, .Committee of the Whole, and
ultimately the floor of the Congress.

This is a group-oriented process. It
means it must move through that proc-
ess. Just the allegation of murder is
something that should have moved it
through that process.

So the majority of the Members exer-
cising a judgment that I will always
make—that we have the responsibility of
upholding the Constitution of the United
States.

When we came together at some point
in the past as a group of people and de-
cided we would band together as a na-
tion of laws, that, to me, dictated that
those of us with the privilege of govern-
ing the people must do so with impec-
cable integrity and a high sense of moral
purpose and ethical behavior. To do any-
thing else is a violation of the spirit and
the Intent of the government of laws that
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we set up, that which is reflected In the
Constitution of the United States.

So I would say to you if you are in
charge you charge us with an evaluation,
a judgment all of s have a right to
make. I said to the gentleman from
Michigan personally, publicly, and in the
committee, and I say now, I felt in that
instance that judgment was wrong, it
should have come through the process.
If I am to be guilty, then I am guilty of
exercising that judgment. I do not think
that is worthy of this action on the floor
here today.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield on that point?

Mr. DELLUMS. Yes, I yleld to the
gentleman.

Mr. STRATTON. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding.

The gentleman has referred to the
gentleman from Michigan and took issue
with the gentleman from Michigan for
not reporting to the House certain testi-
mony that he had heard in executive
session of the CIA Oversight Committee.
Is it the contention of the gentleman
from California that the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepzn) should have come
before this House and revealed publicly
information he received?

Mr. DELLUMS. I have the thrust of
the gentleman’s question. I will yield no
further.

I will answer the gentleman’s question,
and I will yield no further.

I am suggesting to the gentleman that
there is a process. In 1973 I was & mem-
ber of the Armed Services Committee.
You could have called an executive ses-
sion of the full Armed Services Commit-
tee to determine what action should be
taken so that the majority of the total
committee could work its will. If it de-
cided that in some extraordinary session
we should deal with it on the floor and
the full Armed Services Committee
should instruct the CIA to take action,
that would have been appropriate.

Mr. STRATTON. Does the gentleman
realize we are dealing with highly classi-
fied material and we cannot make that
available to everybody in the Congress?

Mr. DELLUMS. I yield no further to
the gentleman. The gentleman is taking
my time.

Mr. STRATTON. This is the very basis
of the——

Mr. DELLUMS. I yield no longer to
the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has
refused to yield.

Mr. DELLUMS. I respect the gentle-
man’s right to stand in this well, and I
would hope the gentleman would respect
my right.

The subcommittee has some responsi-.

bility. It could have gone to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. We could have
taken some action.

Murder, even as an allegation, as an
instrument of foreign policy is repulsive
and ludicrous, and we should be ad-
dressing it.

We banned together as a group and
made that judgment. I do not think we
should be victimized because we made
that judgment. So, too, we saw the need

to operate within the spirit of the re-.

form that we fought so hard for in the
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92d, 93d, and 94th Congress. One can
argue the technical question, but the
spirit of reform merely points out the
majority of the Members have a right to
be involved in the issue, the development
of & subcommittee and arriving at the
number of people who would serve on
that committee.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 additional minutes to the gentleman.

Mr. DELLUMS. A subcommittee was
set up by receiving a letter. The letter
said, “The Chair appoints the follow-
ing members.” Four people. Not in the
spirit of coming together in the caucus
of a committee to iron out these issues,
but this happened, and the whole thing
unraveled that we could not agree to
make this committee a Committee of the
‘Whole, with the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. StanToN) chairing the subcommit-
tee. I think that was tragic, but never-
theless we tried to live with it.

Is it because we cannibalized or am-
bushed the chairman? I am not guilty of
that. I do not eat people, and I would
like to think I have a reputation in this
House of not going around surreptitious~
1y and challenging any Member. I am
not an ambusher, and I do not think any
other member of the committee is. I
think that is an unfortunate characteri-
zation of our actions.

Is it because we voted to receive the
resignation of the gentleman from Mich-
igan (Mr. Neozr) ? The gentleman from
Michigan stood in the well and said, “I
resign.”

T have talked with the gentleman from
Michigan. He clearly wants to resign.
But the House worked its will, and just
as I get up every single morning and ac-
cept the will of the Members when the
House works its will in matters diametri-
cally opposed to what I believe, I ac~
cepted that in this case. We have lived
with that decision.

We have said, if it be the will of the
House that the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. Nepzr) chair the meetings,
then let him chair the meetings and pro-
ceed. I have not backed off from that
commitment, and I certainly shall not.

Is it, then, to get rid of the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr, HARRINGTON) ?
I hope it is not. The gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON), after
the vote on the floor, voluntarily said:

I give up my right to seniority. I will not
try to seek the CIA committee,

But that was not enough.

Second, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarriNgTON) has made no
statement and has taken no action that
would warrant his specific removal from
this committee.

Mr. Chairman, the question has been
raised by the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices with respect to his conduct. There
is now a resolution before the Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct, buf
that in no way has anything to do with
the question of whether he should be re-
moved from this committee.

Where is our sense of fair play and
justice and equity? We should judge the
man with justice, we have always said.
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T am willing to fight this out front. Let us

-not take a surreptitious route and in that

way harm the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON),
The gentleman has raised a eritical im-

. portant, valid question. That question

will not go'away by wiping out the gentle«
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING=
ToN). It will go away when we address
the question with intelligence and reason
and arrive at some answer to the very im-
portant constitutional issue that has been
raised.

Is it to dilute the present membership

_of the committee? I would not like to see

that, There are some other committees
that I would like to see diluted. Perhaps
the Committee on Armed Servieces would
be one of them. I am certainly in ho way
in the majority on that committee.

Are we using a precedent here thaf
would allow us to dilute all other com-
mittees? Why are we adding these other
three members?

I do not hear any rationale that al-
lows me to arrive at a rational conclu-
sion as to why that takes place.

Is it to break the impasse? There is no
impasse. Nine of us have always said that
we are willing to go to work., We accepted
the decision. We voted to accept the res-
Ignation an the floor, and then we ac-
cepted the will of the House,

Mr, Chailrman, I say that this is not

_the way to do it. B )
Mr, QUILLEN. Mr, Chairman, I yield -

6 minutes to the gentleman from Louisi-
ana. (Mr. TREEN) ,

(Mr, TREEN asked and was given per-
miscion. to revise and extend his re-
marks.) :

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, as one of
the members of the select committee, I
would like to respond partially to the re-
marks made by the gentleman in the
well, the gentleman from Califorhia (Mr,
Derrums) . And I might say that I respect
him for the sincerity of the views that
he expressed. )

However, it seems to me that I should
respond on the question the gentleman
has asked: What is the charge agalnst
this committee? |

As I understand it, the charge against
the committee, purely and simply, is that
the committee is not functioning. I be-
lieve that the gentleman from Missourl
(Mr. BoLLING), the author of the resolu-
tion, has adequately explained this. For
whatever reason, this committee is not
now functioning, whether it is a matter
of the personality of the chairman of
the committee or of other members of
the committee,

As the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCrorvy) has stated previously, we have
been ready on our side to go forward. I
believe there are a number of members
on the Demacratic side who are ready
to go forward. But the fact of the mat~
ter is that we have not had one substan-
tive meeting in the 5 months of our
existence. We have not even adopted the
security regulations to control the staff
on our committee, We have ' adopted
some rules of procedure, and we have
gone halfway through our security regu-
lations, That is all we have done.

- As I understand it, the only charge is
that the committee is not functioning.

5
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If the committee Is not functioning, then
we must do something.

I respect the gentleman from Missouri
tor his leadership in trying to resolve
this dilemma. the - gentleman from
California (Mr. DELLUMS) or any other
member of the select committee or of
the House has s suggestion for getting
our present committee going, then I
would be very happy to hear it.

Mr, CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREEN. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chalrman, why
did the chairman of the committee not
resign so that we could get a new one
appointed and move on with the busi-
ness?

Mr. TREEN. Well, the gentleman has
offered a suggestion. I have no control
over that. As I understand it, even though
some members talked to the Speaker
about finding some way to get the matter
moving, the fact is that it has not been
resolved.

I am not golng to suggest to the
committee that I think the chairman
should resign or that he should not, or
that perhaps some other people should
resign. I will say, however, that this res-
olution gives the Speaker the opportu-
nity to appoint new people. He may
choose to appoint someone other than the
chairman of the existing committee, and
it seems to me that would solve the prob-
lem from the point of view of several

members. The point i1s that the commit-

‘tee is not functioning, and I think that
we must do something. Adequate time has
elapsed. I think, for the majority Mem-
bers to have found some solution other
than the one here proposed.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak to
one other point, the reason I asked for
time In the first place, and that is as to
the numbers on the proposed”new com-
mittee. I do respect the efforts of the
gentleman from Missouri, but I think 13
13 too large a number, and I probably will
offer an amendment—if the amendment
to limit the committee to seven members,
which I understand will be offered, fails.
I will probably offer an amendment to
Iimit it to 10.

The reason iIs simply this: we have 12
enumerated agencles of this Government
to examine. If we take the August recess
out, we have about 4% to 5 months to

do this job, and it Is going to be extreme- .

Iy burdensome to begin to cover just
overnight of the CIA alone. I understand
that the CIA inquiry in the Senate has
consumed the time of 78 of its 90 staff
members. All they have done is cover
the CIA. We in the House have the CIA
and 11 other agencles to examine. If we
have to do it with a 13-member commit-
tee, with each member having the right,
as ‘he should, to examine for at least 5
minutes, we are not going to get this
job done. _

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I do hope
that the committee will be sympathetic
‘with the need for our concluding this in-
vestigation and thus keeping the select
committee down to a reasonable size.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, T yleld
5 minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. ABzuG).
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(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Ms. ABZUG, Mr. Chairman, when the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr., BoLLING)
presented the resolution, I tried to get

: some answers to my questions as to why

the suggestion that we abolish one com-
mittee and replace it with one. other

.would solve the problem.

Since that time there was, I think, a
very excellent presentation on the part
of Congresman DELLUMS, a member of
that committee.

As a Member of the House, I have had
some experience, though somewhat lim-
ited, with the CIA in my own committee,
as chairman of that committee. I realize
that there is an enormous amount of in-
quiry that is needed at this time.

A question was asked before about why
the chalrman of the committee did not
resign, and my question goes much fur-
ther than that, Clearly, there is a duly
constituted committee with a chairman
who offered a resignation and then
sought the rejection of that resignation
by the House—very strange behavior, in
my opinion. I think that if he really
wished to remain as chairman of that
committee, all he had to do was to call
meetings of the committee. After his
resignation was rejected by this House
he did not call meetings. He should then
have resigned——because only his actions
have prevented this committee from
functioning.

My concern is that there is, in this
kind of action, some considerable ques-
tion as to whether those who seek to de-
pose the preserit committee really want
an Investigation at all, because, frankly,
if they did, then the question of having
meetings called by a chairman could pe
answered here either by this Chair or by
some other Chair, if this person did not
wish to act.

The Speaker of this House has chosen
8 committee of perfectly competent
Members who, obviously, by their be-
havior, have Indicated that they wanted
to act. The Committee on Rules acted
upon a resolution by a Member of this
House to get rid of that committee.

I think that the Committee on Rules
acted improperly. I think this House
should not act improperly. I think there
is an intention to try to influence—TI have
no evidence of this, but I make this
statement because it make no sense
otherwise—a change in the composition
of this committee in order to put on it,
as I indicated In my question to the
gentleman, persons who may not be as
vigorous or as desirous of conducting
an Investigations as are the present
members. ‘

The very origin of this committee, I
think, speaks for itself, «

To have chosen a chalrman of the
committee who, already having been the
chairman of an oversight committee on
the CIA, who knew but did not make
clear that the CIA had acted illegally,
was wrong, In the first place.

People were prepared to go along with
that. But I think the Members of this
House should not allow themselves to be
put into the position where they act im-
properly now that they have the ex-
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perience of hindsight. The members of
this select committee have functioned
on the commitiee, and have shown their
willingness to function. I think it would
be inappropriate for any Member of this
House to vote to replace those members,
because a vote to abolish the committee
and then to set up another committee,
albeit one of 13 instead of 10 members
is, in effect, saying “I am discharging, I
am participating in the discharge of the
members of this committee.” In a sense
we may be saying that we do not believe
that they fulfilled or have fulfilled their
responsibilities as members of this
committee.

I would suggest to every single Mem-
ber of this House: Put yourself in the
place of the members on this committee.
‘Would you want someone to act upon you
in this manner? Is this the way to deal
with our peers.

There is no basis to eliminate anybody
from this committee, least of all the one
who acted most vigorously to protect the
Constitution, to protect the Congress, and
to protect the American public in the
face of serious illegal activities of the
CIA, and that is the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON).

If, indeed, there is no desire to prevent
the committee from functioning properly
or cast any aspersions on the members of
this committee, then what this House
should do Is to.say: Very well, somehow
or other, some people think the commit-
tee would be better off if it had 3 more
members—this magic number of 13
which is usually considered unlucky, but
somehow is considered to be Iucky by the
members of the Committee on Rules—
then that is fine. But I say we have an
obligation to do at least one thing: to
permit each Member who is presently a
member of the select committee to choose
whether he wishes to remain on that
committee. This is his right—or her
right, if there were s “her” on the com-
mittee, which is one of the deficiencies
that the committee does have. But I be-
lieve that it is our responsibility as Mem-
bers of this House of Representatives to
say that, without any reasons having
been presented to us and, indeed, there
has not been one reason presented to us,
that we have an obligation to support
the Speaker’s original choices of this
commitiee that were selected to serve on
this select committee. We gave the
Speaker that authority, and it would look
as though we were engaging in vain and
ineffectual action if we now revoke it
without reason, and s$ay, OK, Mr.
Speaker, give us another 13.

With respect to the joint committee
proposal of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. ANDERSON) let me say that that was
a good proposal 10 years ago, but I am not
so sure that it is a good proposal today.
Many proposals will come forward to
change the law with respect to the CIA—
later—this may be one of them.

The fact is that what has already been
revealed by investigation of the CIA by
the Church committee, by this commit-
tee, and by several other committees of
this House—requires that we go forward
with this committee now. I oppose this
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bill and will present an amendment to
permit each present member to choose to
remain on this committee if he so desires.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tlewoman has expired.

(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. BIESTER).

(Mr. BIESTER asked and was glven
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BIESTER. Mr. Chalrman in a real
sense it is a rather sad moment tonight.
We set about as a responsible body to
investigate the conduct of the CIA, And
tonight we are replete with a sense of in-
vestigation about each other, and our-
selves.

The substitute suggested by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON)
makes enormous sense. For, if we had had
10 years ago the kind of a joint commit~
tee that the gentleman from Illinois pro-
poses, we would now have a committee
which would have supervision over the
Central Intelligence Agency, the Na-
tional Security Agency, the DIA Agency,
the President’s Foreign Intelligence Ad-
visory Board, the Intelligence and Re-
search Bureau of the Department of
State, and the Army, Navy, and Air
Force intelligence components.

We would have a joint committee that
would have the power of serving sub-
penas; we would have a joint committee
that would have the sole and exclusive

jurisdiction over the legislative authori-.

zation for the functioning of all of those
various agencies, and it would be a com-
mittee which would link oversight with
clout,

What we have now is g situation in
which we are disarrayed among ourselves
even in tdving to investigate only one of
these intelligence agencies.

We find ourselves, Mr.” Chairman, to-~
night involved in rancorous moments
among themselves when our frustration
should be displayed against the malcon~
duct of those we seek to investigate. We
are still engeged in the easier process of
probing the problems of the past rather
than trying to see to it that we set up
a machinery for making the future more
rational and the Constitution a more liv-
ing document for our people.

We can take this moment, however,
and the crisis it represents if we pursue
the substitute offered by the gentleman
from Illinois, and transform this moment
from a negative one and a divisive one
into one that is generative in terms of
the procedures of this Congress linking
hoth bodies in a consistent and durable
legislative oversight, coupled with au-
thority which would enable us, it seems
to me, to get the kind of handle on the
CIA the public has always expected us
to get. We need not terminate our own
investigation, but we can point toward
a permanent national process for the
future.

Mr. EDGARE. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BIESTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.
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Mr. EDGAR. I thank the gentleman

“for yielding. -

I would like to associate myself with
the remarks of the gentleman in the well
and also the gentleman from Illinois, Mr.
ANDERSON. I have kind of a gut-level feel~
ing that this is the right direction to go,
and it is a direction I wanted to see us
take back in the original formation of
the committee. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s remarks.

Mr. BIESTER. I thank the gentleman
for his support.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
one minute to the gentleman from Mich-~
igan (Mr. CONYERS).

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr., CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am
going to support H.R. 591 on the belief
and confidence that the Speaker of the
House of Representatives will not re-
move any presently appointed member
from this committee. I think that doing
so would strike to the heart of the ques~
tion raised by my good friend and col-
league, the gentleman from California,
and I think it is probably the underlying
secret troublesome issue of this resolu-
tion. I am putting all my confidence
without reservation into one little pile
and placing it before the Speaker’s great
office, It is out of this belief, it is out of
this trust, it is out of this faith, it is out
of my confidence that this entire com-
mittee will most appropriately be reap-
pointed, and the several new members
added, that I join in urging the support
and passage of this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. TsoNGASs).

(Mr. TSONGAS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TSONGAS. Mr, Chairman, I would
like to pose a question, and that is, If the
committee is reconstituted and if the re-~
constitution excludes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) what
message does that send to this country
and to the Members of Congress, includ-
ing those who just arrived? What lesson
is to be drawn in the future when g Mem-
ber of this body comes upon governmen-
tal illegalities. They violated laws of the
land, the Constitution, and, indeed, the
moral values that we favor and we em-
brace as a foundation of our society. It
seems to me that lesson is very clear. .
Swallow one’s concern. Internalize one’s
outrage or one risks the wrath and retri-
bution of this body. I, for one, do not
want to participate in writing that lesson
in today’s ReEcorp. Killing the messenger
who bears the bad news, I think, is un-
worthy of this body. Perhaps we cannot
praise the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HARRINGTON) but I do not
think we should bury him. i

Mr.. Chairman, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
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3 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. JAMES V. STANTON)., -

© (Mr. JAMES V. STANTON asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) )

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON, Mr, Chair-
man, my message Is similar to that of
the gentlefhan from Michigan. I rise in
support of the resolution, and I rise in
support of the resolution because I fun-
damentally believe, having experienced
day-to-day since June 16 that this com-
mittee cannot function as it is presently
constituted.

On June 16 on this floor, I indicated
that I would vote to accept theg resigna-
tion of the chairman of the select com-
mittee if he wanted o honestly offer his
resignation, and I so voted.

‘We on the committee offered in terms
of meeting with the Speaker and in terms
of meeting with the leadership on our
side of the aisle every reasonable oppor-
tunity to have this investigation go for-
ward. I must say that the Speaker of
this House exercised every good judg-
ment, exercised every ability that he had,
and exercised every persuasive power he
had to have this committee go forward
and function as a committee of the
House. I do not stand here as an apolo-
gist for the Speaker or for any of the
leadership, but I do say that there were
those who did not want this committee
to function and I have to say that in
meeting the duty and our responsibility
of House Resolution 138 and of any other
mandate, the committee members them-
selves cannot drag the investigation to

go forward., It needs a chairman to

lead it.

I would hope that in the judgment of
the Speaker who will be empowered to
do so that he will appoint someone who
‘has the ability, the desire, and the pur-
pose to follow the mandate of the House,
lead the investigation, and put those
Members on the committee who want
to return to continue the purpose of this
investigation.

Mr, BOLLING. I yield 5 minutes to
‘the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
GIAIMO) .

(Mr. GIAIMO asked and was given
permission to revise .and extend his
remarks.) >

Mr. GIATMO. Mr, Chairman, I do not
know whether to be in favor of this reso-
lution or to oppose it. On the face of it,
it seems like a perfectly harmless reso-
Iution. In fact it is almost identical with

-the resolution we passed in February, ex-
cept that it has a final section 10 which
abolishes the select commitiee created
by House Resolution 138 and also it in-
creases the membership from 10 to 13.

So therefore I think it is a fair ques-
tion to ask the Rules Committee, which
has proper jurisdiction over this matter:
Why? Why is there a need to abolish the
old committee and to create a new com-
mittee?  Obviously there can be many
reasons for this. We do not want to get
into the pros and cons, as has been said
“here earlier, but I think we have to.

Is it to reconstitute, which is the word
that has been used—is 1t to reconstitute,
which means to create a new member-
ship of the new committee? And, if so,

3
i
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who is to be put back on and who is to-
be left off and why? Why?
T think we have to ask ourselves this

" question, -

I think it is very obvious and clear from
statements made by the chairman of the
committee, the gentleman from Mich-
igan—and I am sure he would be the first
one to say it—that he seeks to resign
from the committee, that he does not
want to serve on the committee, And so
be it.

So obviously that will be part of the
reconstitution.

Those of us who have ears have heard
comments in these halls throughout the
past weeks and months and know of the
feeling that some Members of the House
have concerning the continued member-
ship by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HarRrINGTON) on this com-
mittee. I do not say we have to agree
with what Mr. HARRINGTON says, believes,
or speaks for. In fact I think I disagree
with the gentleman from Massachusetts,
Mr. MICHAEL HARRINGTON, more times
than I agree with him, but I will say
this: The gentleman from Massachusetts,
MicHAEL HARRINGTON, has every right
that every other Member of this House
of Representatives has and he should
have those rights as long as he is a Mem-
ber of this body.

Now, is this committee being created
to remove the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarringTON) from it? I
think this is a fair question to ask.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GIAIMO. I yield briefly to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
Drinaw) . I do not have much time.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to see the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HarrRINGTON) remain on this
committee and the safe way for me to
do 1t is to vote against this resolution,
keeping the present membership and
keeping the present commitiee.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, there
are 8 of us, 8 out of the 10 on the present
committee, who I am sure desire to stay
on the new committee, but as one of my
colleagues said to me today, and I hope
he said it jokingly when he said it, “Will
you behave and be a good boy if you stay
in the new committee?” -~

I hope that he was only joking, but I
know how strong the feelings are in this
matter of investigating the CIA. There
are some who want no investigation of
any of the intelligence agencies.

I will say from my limited experience
with the intelligence agencies of the
United States, that I am convinced that
there is a very real need to look into
their activities these many years and to
be sure we have an adequate oversight
by Congress. I am hot one who is out to
destroy them. I just want to make cer-
tain that they are not infringing on the
rights of the American people and that
we in Congress know what is going on. If
there is anything of a wrong nature or
wrong doing in their activities, we have
a responsibility to look into it and to cor-
rect it.

So I do think in the little time that is
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left to us in general debate, we should
have some explanation given to us.of
what is the nature of the reconstitution?
What is the reason for the need for
abolishing the old committee and creat-
ing a new committee? Is it to accommo-
date a chairman who wanted to resign,
but whose resignation was not accepted
by the House and who does not want to

continue further with the existing com-~ -

mittee? Is it to remove one or more of
the other members of the committee
from continued membership in this in-
vestigation of the CIA? I think we are
entitled to know. '

More importantly than our being en-
titled to know, I think the American
people are entitled to know why the
House of Representatives has literally
fiddled in this matter since early Febru-
ary when we constituted this committee
and here it is near the end of July and
we have still to get moving with the job
to be done. I think we are entitled to
these answers,

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I have
two more speakers. I understand the
gentleman from Tennessee has one
speaker alone. I wish that fhe gentleman
from Tennessee would yield to his
speaker after I yield to one more person,

Mr. QUILLEN. Yes, certainly.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) .

(Mr. HARRINGTON asked and was
given. permission fto revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
first let me express my appreciation to
my colleagues from Massachusetts, who
with varying degrees of misgiving,
amusement and familial loyalty have
chosen to spend a period of time with us
tonight. I do wish it did not take on the
aspect of a death watch. It makes me
want to moveé when I try to understand
the meaning of that assemblage on my
right. I got the first hint of this legisla-
tion on June 14 when the gentleman from
Missouri alluded to intra-Democratic

‘Party cannibalism. I have experienced

perhaps a different form of that canni-
balism, but I think it might afford us a
chance to address oufSelves to a far
more serious concern.

Let me digress before I do that and
make one thing clear, since the Speaker
is in the' Chamber tonight and can re-
affirm what I have said to him privately
and publicly in relation to the select
committee. As you know, indirection is
not one of my strong cards, and I have
seen nothing in the course of this period
that has altered my views toward the
CIA—nor toward the need to have this
country address the vital issues that are
at stake here. I want to resolve any am-
biguity with respect to my intention, if
it is at all possible to remain on what
appears to be a likely accepted fact. I
think it is interesting, listening to the
care with which this matter has been
handled tonight, to note the lack of sub-
stance that attaches to the problems at«
tendant to this committee’s functioning.

I sat through the Rules Committee
meeting of last Wednesday, where most
of the members of the present selec
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committee showed some interest in con-
tinuing to serve. I do not think that it
would,be unfair to suggest, that we ever
had a substantial effort to address what
has been alluded to as intra-committeee
devisiveness.

For the last month, in terms of what
now, I think, has been adequately ex-
plained, it was with people, with sound,
believable disinterest, and I think it is
important not only to look hard, care-
fully, questioningly at the motives at-
tendant to the very interesting series of
events which were orchestrated both
within the framework of the Rules Com-~
mittee membership, the Armed Services
Committee, over the course of the period
that is about a month old today.

But all of this, I suppose, can be bet-
ter and more dispassionately addressed
hy the people who have the benefit of the
vision attendant to a lack of direct in-
volvement. Let me just say that the im-
portant thing, in my opinion, whether it
be the point of view that I express to-
night prevailing or the point of view
outlined by the gentleman from Missouri
prevailing, is the preservation of the ca-
pacity on the part of this Congress to
recognize very clearly what the people
of this country learned in the streets in
the last dozen years; that there is ample
reason to believe that they cannot believe
their executive branch. This distrust and
cynicism extends to the legislative
branch, and much of what we find at the
root of the inablity to really deal with
national issues comes about as a result of
being systematically deceived by people
who speak for this country.

Whether it be the episode which be-
gan to be revealed during the war, which
both parties can claim egual dishonor
for; whether it be the narrowing, and 1
think far more isolated aberration of
criminality and the efforts made to con-
tend that in the guise of national secu-
rity to avoid an inquiry, what we have
gone through collectively as a people is
some part of our experience and in part
what led to the success in establishing
a select committee,

I might credit my feeling about the
points of the chairman of this commit-
tee, and it is not with personal oppro-
brium but with an appreciation for the
limits that the human condition has
when it comes to engaging in inquiry. I

have made those observations in order.

{0 picture the gentleman from Michi-
gan’s speech in the House on the day it
was announced. :

My concern really runs, Mr. Chair-
man, largely, and it runs in general to
a willingness which has been carefully
circumvented, that were to use distrac-
tion otcasioned by committee division;
1o use distraction occasioned by the
Armed Services Committee away from its
solemnities on the issues to determine
9 months after the fact that something
would have to be done about an inquiry
of interest in Chile arising from the fact
of a variety of episodes by the Ashland
il example or McCord or Hunt or Liddy
or any one of a dogen newspaper events
in the course of the last few years which
have all prompted this party to decide
that the prevailing attitude of not know-
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ing anything and being happy in that
particular posture was not enough.

I think all of us share that common
conecern. And as I pointed out to the
Committee on Rules Wednésday of last
week, the interesting part of this is that
it does not divide along traditional lines
of the people who brought us the Penta-
gon Papers and the Watergate exposé
and who have brought us a defense of the
CGilomar Explorer and covert activity.
You really do not have the classic divi-
sion of opinion, of philosophical divi-
sions that exist in so many other areas.
But I think underlying it all, and I find
myself determined—whether it be as the
member of this committee or the posture
tiiat I have been accustemed to from the
beginning of my career outside of that
insider status-—to begin to raise the bot-
tom question of what all of this means
about ourselves as a people. I reject the
observation of President Ford that “They
do it, so we do,” whether that is the IRS
in downtown Miami, whether that is the
CIA with the drug peddler in downtown
Chicago, whether that is the National
Security Agency reputedly tapping the
telephones of anybody engaged in under-
ground communication, I reject that as
a coloration that we have the right to
lay claim to when it comes to asking that
world approbation be directed to us. But
whether you agree or not—and it is real-
ly irrelevent-—I think the important
tning is to recognize where the efforts of
the last half generation have led this
country, whether it be cynicism and dis-
helief, whether it be despair, whether it
be a linkage in common purpose to other
giobal powers we had come during an
earlier generafion to despise. I think the
iimnportant thing, and the one I find most
troubling in urging that the retention
of this committee in some form be made,
is to make this inquiry as to what it can
iell us about ourselves and to make it
with the commitment and the reality we
have gone through as a people and to
make it, hopefully, with the appreciation
there is going to be division of opinion
and, above all, outside of this rather
surrealistic existence that has been our
legacy for the last two centuries, the rest
of this country has come to think of us as
a legislativel branch and the executive
branch which has brought us most of
what we have gone through.

So that I may want to have, in some
fashion, something approaching a way of
dealing with a narrow, and perhaps per-
sonal, basis with some of the events that
I address. But the broader issue is, and
will remain: Do we have the courage to
recognize what has to be done, what must
be faced on something as fundamental
as claims of national security which are,
on their face, specious challenges, and
xot accept the mindless: secreey that is
imposed by the Executive to cloak crim-
inality, illegality and mischief, and to ex-
pect that, somehow or another, we can
begin to address the basic purpose that
we can all, I think, in good faith assume
in coming here, that we are going to try
to make an effort, in some fashion, to up-
hold the oath we take. I think that is
what my narrow personal preoccupation
iz. I hope it Is the preoccupation, for
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whatever reason, that might be shared
by the rest of this House.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished minority leader, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. RHODES).

(Mr. RHODES asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, some
few months ago there were allegations
made that certain echelons of the intel-
ligence apparatus of this country had
taken actions which exceeded the man-
date under which it was created. As a re-
sult, thegPresident of the United States
appointed a very distinguished Commis-
sion, headed by the Vice President of the
United States, to investigate these mat-
ters. That Commission has now re-
ported. That report is available. It has
been made public.

Some time shortly after that the
other body, through its Legislative Over-
sight Committee, began its investigation
of the CIA and other intelligence-gath-
ering apparatuses of this Government.
This investigation is proceeding. I am
told it is proceeding rapidly, and with
great efficiency.

Mr. Chairman, the question that I
would like to pose to the House now is:
Just how many times do we need to in-
vestigate the CIA or the intelligence ap-
paratus of this country?

I suggest to this House that it might

- be the better part of wisdom if, instead

of appointing a committee now to in-
vestigate and to plow the same ground
and perhaps do the same things these
other committees have done, we did
nothing at all. It might be well and it
might be prudent for us not to do that
at all. It might be a good idea for us in-
stead to wait until the investigation of
the other body has been completed and
we have had a chance to analyze it; it
might be well for us to analyze the
Rockefeller Commission feport, and we
could see whether or not there are any
holes in their discussions of the CIA or
the intelligence apparatus in general.
Then if there are, then we should im-
medlately proceed to appoint a special
committee or to adopt such other meth-
od as may be proper to determine thase
missing facts,

But I suggest it does the country no
service, it does the House no service, and
it does the intelligence-gathering ap-
paratus no service for the CIA and the
intelligence-gathering apparatus to be

‘investigated and investigated and then

investigated again. I suggest instead
that it would be much better for this
House of Representatives to pass on to
some other subject. Heaven only knows
that we have enough problems in this
country we can address ourselves to
without addressing ourselves to this one
at this particular time.

I would be the first to say that when-
ever an agency of this Government,
however created, actually takes an
action which is contrary to or in excess
of its mandate, it ought to be hauled up
short and hauled up short quickly.

In fact, I intend, when the proper time
comes, to vote for the amendment which
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will be offered by the gentleman from

Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN) which would

strike the formation of a new commit-

tee, for the reasons I'have already given.

If that amendment does not succeed, I

- shall certainly vote for the amendment
to be offered by the gentleman from
Tllinois (Mr. AnpErsoN), which I think,
is an amendment we should all consider
very carefully, because it does set up the
means by which a joint committee of the
House and the Senate can be created on
a permanent basis to be & permanent
oversight committee for the intelligence
apparatus.

I suggest to the Members, Mr. Chair-
man, that it is this kind of thing we
need. We do not need the retrospective
glances that we have heard in the
Chamber tonight. We do not need the
prosecutor’s frame of mind that we have
heard coming from many of our
Members.

Yes, if there have been crimes com-
mitted, they ought to be discovered and
they should be prosecuted, there is no
doubt about that. But the thing this
House should be interested in is this:
‘Where do we go from here? What hap-
pens from here on out? How do we make
use of our intelligence apparatus?

I ask those guestions as one who be-
lieves very strongly that we must have

- an intelligence apparatus. I think it is
very important today in -this world—and
it is a very dangerous world still—where
we know there are predatory nations at
large, where we know that those preda-
tory nations make a fetish out of intel-
ligence, out of spying, if you will, and I
believe that it would be absolutely sui-
cidal for us not to do the best job we can
in finding the information concerning
their preparations for war, whether they
be industrial or whether they be physical,
or any other action which might be
inimical to our best interests.

Mr. Chairman, we must do that. We
would not be true to our oaths of office
and we would not be true to our duty to

"protect the people of this country if we
did not do it. I think it is very important
that we do it properly and we do it
correctly.

Therefore, it would be my hope that
we would address ourselves to the future
and to what we can do to work with
the Executive in order to evolve an intel-
ligence apparatus which is not only ade-
quate to the needs of the country, but
which is so well supervised by both the
executive and the legislative branches
that it would be impossible for it again,
without detection, to exceed its mandate
and to interfere in the lives and in the
rights of the citizens of this country.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RHODES. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr, McCLORY. Mr, Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I do not want to question the ability of
the Church committee or of the Rocke-
feller Commission to provide this very
constructive criticism and recommenda-
tion for the Members, but I feel very
strongly that this House of Representa-
tives, if we do not undertake the kind of
investigation which is mandated by the

~

Approved For Release 2005/04/27. : CIA- RDP77M00144R001200030014 4
‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

resolution, would be abdicating its au-

thority, and we would be abdicating the

responsibility we have.

It seems to me that there are a great
many opportunities for saving money, for
getting coordination, and for improving
the intelligence effort which we can con-
structively make, but I do not believe the
other commissions are attempting to do
it. I hope that the House will see fit to
reconstitute the committee.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, of
course, I have great respect for my
friend, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCrLorY), as is shown by the fact that
he is the ranking member of the Select
Committee at the present time; and if, as
I suspect, 1t is reconstituted, he will be
appointed the ranking member of the Se-
lect Committee again.

However, I must very respectfully dis-
agree with him. I think the fact that the
Rockefeller Commission has been in op-
eration and has reported and that the

Senate committee is in operation and, I

assume, in good time will report, to me
points to a proper course for the House
of Representatives, and that is to do
nothing at the present time but to keep
aware of the situation. Then, if it is nec-
essary for us to act, we should act with
all vigor.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Charman, I have
no further requests for time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the remainder of the time on my side to
myself, as I would like to close the
debate.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, BOLLING. I will be glad to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SEIBER-
riNg), to whom I had made a commit-
ment to yield previously.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, it
is my present intention to support the
committee’s resolution.

I respect all of the members of the
committee, but this issue is far too im-
portant and far too urgent to let any
personality problems stand in the way of
an uncompromising, searching, and un-
biased investigation.

I think the comments of the gentle-
man from Arizona on the proposed
amendment of the gentleman from Illi-
nois' indicate that that amendment would
be a formula for delay, which is what
the gentleman from Arizona seeks, and
possibly an excuse for avoiding any deci-
sion on appointing a committee. I do not
think we can afford that kind of delay. .

Finally, I am willing to support the
committee’s proposed resolution with re-
spect to the Select Committee because I
trust the Speaker of the House and the
leadership of this House to appoint a
committee that is going to do a thorough
and two-fisted job of uncovering any
abuses, regardless of where the blame
lies, and not a committee to cover this
whole thing up.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his contribution. He
has certainly said what I planned to say
and probably will say not as well in a
longer time.

The only reason that I propose this
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resolution 1s that I think it is terribly
rimportant that the House function in
its usual manner, through its committee
system. I became convinced that the
House was not going to be able to do so
through the current Select Committee.

I doubt that very many Members are

“aware of the fact that the Select Com-

mittee, which I chaired in the last Con-
gress, went into this particular problem
of security and of the manner in which
Members should deal with security with
some care, on my motion, because the
House today has rules that “don’t make
sense if they are honored in the breach”
and “don’t make sense if they are hon-
ored.”

The House very badly needs some rules
to guide its Members in dealing with
problems of security, their access fo se-
curity, their use of the information that
they receive in a classifiled manner, and
the House needs that now.

The House needs that now. It is my
hope that one of the recommendations
of the new select committee will speak
to that just as I believe that one of the
recommendations of the new select com-~
mittee should speak to the question of an
adequate modern official secrets act, to
borrow a phrase. I further believe that
the House finally should get around to
doing something that I have advocated,
I believe, for about 25 years: Setting up a
Joint Committee on Intelligence which
will carefully supervise the intelligence
activities of the executive. I favored that
for a very long time for two reasons:
First, to prevent nonelected people from
doing things that nonelected people
sometimes think is wise, and that any
elected official would know was wrong,
and asinine as well as illegal; and, sec-
ond, for the further purpose not only of
giving supervision, but of providing for a
respected supervisory group that no
Member of the House feels is tainted by
its associdation with a particular branch
of the executive.

This resolution is here only because ¥
as one Member, and the Committee on
Rules as a group, could not figure out
any other way to make it possible for the
House to function through its commitiee
system. The House of Representatives I
believe to be the most important demo-
cratic representative institution in the
United States, and if it cannot function
then the United States cannot function.
So it is a matter of the greatest urgency
and of the greatest priority.

I do not intend to yield to any Mem-
ber. I will finish my speech and that will
be the end of that.

That is why I think that the gentle~
man from Ohio nailed it. It is not im=-
portant who is on this committee. It is
important that this committee function.

It is important that this committee do
honor to the country and to the House
of Representatives. That is all that is
important.

The Speaker, the majority leader, the
chairman of the caucus, the members
of the committee, and the select commit-
tee, have spent hours upon hours seek-
ing a way to make the current committee
work. No way was found. The only way
in which that committee can function is
with a new committee with pefhaps some

Y
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changes in its personnel. It will then have
& short period of time to prove to the
Mouse and the country that it deserves
an extension  of its time to investigate
and to recommend. It will need addi-
tional time because 4 months or 5 months
is not enough. But we must have a com-
mittee that works, and we have had a
committee that, for whatever reasons,
did not work.

The country is a good deal more im-
portant than anything else. The Con-
gress Is a good deal more important than
any of its Members. The only solution
that we could find was that there be a
new start, and if there is a new start I
hope there will be a complete investiga-
tion and a set of recommendations which
for the first time in its history will put
this country, its Government, in a sound
position vis-a-vis Intelligence, critical,
but terribly dangerous. I honor every
member of that committee, the existing
committee, for their efforts. I do not
agree with all of them, but they are
honorable men. That is not the point.

The point is that the House must be
able to function. I am golng to resist
all of the amendments that I know of
when we come back to this matter on
Wednesday. I hope that a majority will
resist all of the amendments, and I hope
we will pass this resolution and proceed
to the process that should have been an
effective investigation with the appro-
priate recommendations which will heal
a gaping wound, in my judgment, in the
country’s legislative institutions and its
executive institutions.

Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Evans of Colorado, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the resolution (H. Res. 591) estab-
lishing a Select Committee on Intelli-
gence, had come to no resolution thereon.

JOB QUOTAS ON POLICE FORCE

(Mr. ANNUNZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, the Jus-
tice Department has recently proposed
the institution of a quota system for the
hiring and promotional policies of the
Chicago police department. I hope that
Judge Prentice Marshall, who presided
over the recent frial of alleged discrim-
Inatory practices of the Chicago police,
will see fit not to include these proposals
when he presents his findings in Sep-
tember.

The enactment of these Justice De-
partment proposals would have a dele-
terious effect on the quality of law en-
forcement in Chicago by substituting ar-
bitrary ethnic formulas for ability and
hard work. The way to eliminate discrim-
ination is to make all job opportunities
open Lo everyone on the basis of talent.
Anything less than open competition
based on ability is an affront to the dig-

'nity of the police officers involved and
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less than what the people of Chicago
deserve.

Bob Weidrich, the highly regarded
writer of the Chicago Tribune, has writ-
ten an interesting column on this ques-
tion in the July 14 edition of the Chicago
Tribune. I would like to share Mr. Weid-~
rich’s story with my colleagues. I also
would like to bring to the attention of my
colleagues an editorial dealing with the
same subject which appeared in the Chi-
cago Tribune on July 12.

Cop QuALITY LOST IN QUOTA PLAN
(By Bob Weidrich)

Justice Department proposals for a quota
system in Chicago police hiring and pro-
motional practices are an insult to minori-
ties and a sure-fire formula for medioerity.

“It is a slap in our faces,” declared an
outraged black police officer who calls this
office with some regularity.

“It 18 & declaration that we can’t make it
on our own, that we are dummies.”

As in the past, the officer was on patrol
with his partner and had pwlled up to an
outdoor phone booth to volce his dismay
at published reports of a proposed Justice
Department order submitted before Federal
Judge Prentice Marshall in the clty's
lengthy police bias trisl.

“A quota system would be unjust to both
hlack and white police officers,” the police-
man asserted. “I don't want to get pro-
moted under such circumstances. No matter
how well I know my job, it would have -a
dirty taste about it. I wouldn’t feel I had
made it on my own.”

Like many of the minority police officers
who have written or called us, all this officer
asks for is a square shake in Chicago police
hiring and promotional examinations. He
asks nothing more. '

“Just let the exams be on the sguare for
everyone and Xnock out the subjective
judgments by the bosses in evaluating per«
formarztice,” he pleaded. “Give us a chance
to show our stuff 'on an equal basis. That's
all any of us ask.” -

There was a strong ring of professional
pride in the officer’'s volce and an equally
strong dislike of guota systems for his race
or any other.

He proposed that instead of Judge
Marshall invoking the guidelines suggested
by Washington for the hiring and promo-
tion of blacks, Latinos, and womcn, that
Chieage atopt the system in use in New
York City and Detrolt where candidates can
challenge the fairness of examinations soon
after they are given.

Detroit has had such a system for 10
vears; New York for about five years.

And it permits those taking the exams
to question the ambiguity of some multi-
ple-cholce questions as well as the correct-
ness of some answers. In a recent New York
examination for sergeants, 14 of 100 multi-
ple-choice questions were scratched or re-
scored as a result of heing challenged.

The same holds true in Detroit, where 15
questions were successfully contested in a
promotional exam.

The system permits candidates for promo-
tion, for example, to challenge answers that
are obviously wrong when compared to the
street experience of policemen. This tends
Lo eliminate guestions and answers framed
by theoreticians who have never faced the
realities of police work.

“That’s what we need, far more than
quotas that will bring onto this job people
that have neither the ability nor potential
competence for what I consider to be s
highly professional position,” another black
officer told us.

Granted, these statements may not reflect
the view of each of the minority police offi~
cers now serving the Chlcago Police Depart-
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ment. But they do indicate a strong senti-
ment by some to demand the right to prove
themselves as policemen rather than get o
free ride to promotion on a basis of sex or
color,

To us, the government suggestions con-
tain no element for assuring quality, ability,
or an upgrading of police talent. Rather,
they appear to be strictly a mathematical
formula for picking bodies of a particular
color or contour. ’

That may be fine, as the Justice Depart-
ment declares, to overcome the racial and
sexusal injustices of the past. But it does not

- guarantee that Chilcago will have the best

possible police service in an era of .rising
crime.

To the contrary, playing a numbers game
with police personnel procedures can only
lead to demoralization in the ranks and a
deterioration in the quality of leadership
and policing.

Just as ludicrous, in our judgment, is the
Justice Department proposal that minorities
and women be given priority on so called
choice duty assignments such as those at
O’'Hare International Airport, or as an in-
vestigator or crime laboratory techniclan.

Agaln, that can only insure that Police
Supt. James Rochford will no longer have
a voice In judging the fitness of individual
police officers to fulfill such tasks. Instead
of de facto discrimination, Chicago would

_have 8 de facto police chief—the Justice

Department, but with none of the crucial
responsibilities of the job.

To our way of thinking, there is only one
way to make minority members both proud
and professional-—a square deal and an
equal chance to achleve success on their
own. Anything less Is a ripoff of human
dignity.

‘WASHINGTON’'S ETHNIC ALGEBRA

To Judge from the list of reforms that the
Justice Department has proposed for Chi-
cago's police force, federal authorities have
worked out a new set of priorities in law
enforcement. They seem to think the most
importent job a police department has is
to reflect exactly the ethnic makeup of its
community, and that other obligations-—
such as protecting citizens and arresting
criminals—take second place to this one.

We do not share this view and hope that
federal District Judge Prentice Marshall
doesn't either. The judge, who presided over
the 82-day trial on charges of discriminatory
practices by the Chicago police, Is to issue
his findings in September. If he makes these
proposals part of his final order, our police
administration may not have much time left
for matters like law enforcement; It will be
too busy making slide-rule equations be-
tween the sexes and different ethnic groups.

The Justice Department proposals, sub-
mitted by attorneys Ilana Roviner and Don-
ald Pallen, call on the judge to order these
procedures:

Two of every three persons hired as police
officers must be blacks, Latinos, or womell,
and 50 per cent must be blacks or Latinos.

Half of all police officers promoted to ser-
geant must be black, Latino, or female, until
the percentage of black, Latino, and female
sergeants reflects their representation on the
police force as a whole.

One-third of all those promoted to lieu-
tenant must be black, Latino, or female,
with the same requirement.

Blacks and women must be given priority
on assignments to choice duty positions-——
agaln, until they are represented in these
positions proportionately to the whole police
force.

These recommendations, in our view, are
a classic case of overreaction—trying to rem-
edy one injustice by Insisting on an equal
and opposite injustice, The situation they
are meant to correct was indeed bad. The
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